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I. Chriſtian Liberty Aſſerted, and the Scripture Doctrine of 
the Trinity vindicated': againſt a Book written by Dr. Water- 
land, and entitled, The Importance of the Doctrine of the Holy 
Trinity Aſerted, &c. By a Clergyman in the OR: 


In the Prefs, 

II. Memoirs of the Life and Writings of Dr. Wajerland: 
bein View of the Trinitarjan verſy for twenty 

Years, between the Dr. 2 Clergyman in the, Country: 

wherein, in Defente of a Book, entitled, Chriftian Liberty Af. 
farted, &. in Anſwer to ſome Mimadverſions upon it, and to 4 
Defence of Dr. Waterland, is ſhewn the Pravity of the Dr's 
Book, called, The Importance, &c, aud the Tendency of it to 
introduce Hereſy, Schiſm, and Perſecution into the Church. 
By a Clergyman. 


III. A Narrative of the Caſe of the Revd. Mr. Farin 
being refuſed the Sacrament of the Lord's Su at Bath, 

by Dr. Coney, Miniſter of Bath : with ſome 14 upon 
it, worthy the Conſideration of all Friends to true Religion, 
and Liberty of Conſcience. Price 3 d. 
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We know that Simon and Cleobius, and their Followers bave 


wa ape Jus of 


compiled poyſonous Books, under the Name of Chriſt and of bis 


Diſciples ; = do carry them about, in order go deceive you, who 
love Chriſt, and us bis Servants. And among the Ancients alſo, 
ſome have <oritten Apocryphal Books of Moſes, and Enoch, and © 
Adam, and Iſaias, and David, and Elias, and of the three 
Patriarchs; pernicious and to the Truth, The ſame 
things even now bave the wicked Hereticks done ; &c. Whoſe 
Doctrine eſchew, that ye may not be Partakers of the Prniſh - 
ment due to thoſe that write ſuch Things, for the Seduction and 
Perdition of the faithful and unblameable Diſciples 7 . 
Jeſus. Conſtitut. Apoſtol. vi. 16. 
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CHANCELLOR of Great-Britain : 


Jo the Honourable, Th MASTER 
of the Rol Ls: 


70 the Rev. the Lozxp Cares 
Jus T1css of the King 's-Bench, and 
of the Common-Pleas : and the 
LorD CHIET BARON of the Ex- 


chequer : 

| E: the Revd. the reft of the 
TwzLVE JupoESs or EncLlanD; 
who are all among the moſt fatif 

factory Determiners of Right and 
Wrong; the moſs impartial and 
ſucceſsful Fudges of Controverfies 
. now in the World; as patient! 

hearing the plauſible Pleadings of 
each Party, but determining only 
by the real Evidence openly produced 
on both fides before them.: 


This moſt important Cauſe of For G- 
RY, IMPOSITION, and INTE R- 
POLATION, between the Euſebians 
and Athanaſians, is moſt humbly ſub- 

mitted to their Hearing and Deter. 

minat ion, by 


Te PUBLISHER. 
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AT 2 NASIAN For- 


"GERIEs, IMPOSITI- 


os, and "ERIE ANGELA: 
TIONS. 


==7INCE the a accuſe 
ce Euſchians of Hereſy, and 
8 che Euſebians accuſe the Atha- 
4ſans of the ſame: and ſince 
it is well known in Chriſtian 


— Antiquity, that | beſides tbe 


Difference here was in the Doctrines them- - + ä 


ſelves of the Catiholick Chriſtians, from that 
of the real and undoubted Hereticks, ' there 
was almoſt always a like Difference in the 
Morals, the Characters, and the Behaviours of 
thoſe two Sorts of Men; while the honeſt Ca- 
tbolicks ſtrict! * adhered to Truth, Sincerity, 
and upright Management, as to the ſacred 
Depoſitum of the Goſpel; and the wicked 
Hereticks uſed all ſorts of Forgery, Impoſiti- | 
ons, and Iaterpolations to ſupport their Par- 


* 1 think it will be on, L while 


to try the Albaiaſſans and Euſebid 7 e this 
Kalſipeers. and to ſhew that, as we: 


kept themſelves intirely pure and uncorrupt in 


they reſpedt, the latter have been groſly guil- 
wp 4 and that 0 % * as 3 


Authen- 
tick 


; [ 2 ] 


ford a very plain Indication, that the Euſebiang 


were the Catholicks, and the Atbanaſians the 


Hereticks ; with which deſign I have. here 


ſelected not a few Examples, and thoſe chief- 
ly out of the Writings of Mr. Whiſton ; a 
Perſon of known ſincerity himſelf: and one 
ſufficiently verſed both in this Controverſy, 
and in the Hiſtory of the firſt four Centuries, 
I begin therefore with, , 2s ks bo 


I. A ſhort Account of Sir Iſaac Newton's 


four Diſcourſes, on ſo many Texts of the New 


Teſtament, either corrupted, or attempted to 
be corrupted by the Athanaſians: With his 
Intimation of another Falſity of theirs, about 
the Character of Athanaſius ; and e in 


Mr. V biſton's own Words. 


Sir 1ſaac Newton was one who had throug h- 
ly examined the State of the Church in its 


Records. moſt critical juncture, the fourth Century. 


Pt. II. pag. 


1077. 
1078. 


He had early and throughly diſcovered, that 
the old Chriſtian Faith, concerning the Tri- 
nity in particular, was then changed; that 


what has been long called Arianiſm, is no 


other than old uncorrupt Chriſtianity ;, and that 
Athanaſius was the grand and the very wick- 
ed Inſtrument of that Change. This was oc- 
caſionally known to thoſe few who were inti- 
mate with him all along; from whom, not- 
withſtanding his prodigiouſly fearful, cautious, 
and ſuſpicious temper, he could not always 
conceal fo important a diſcovery. Nor need 
I now crave the Reader's belief of my Teſti- 
mony-in this caſe, Sir 7, NM. has left not a few 


undeniable Teſtimonials of it behind him. 


Witneſs his two MSS. Diſſertations, upon 
two of the famous New Teſtament T 


exts con- 
cern'd 


| 
| 
] 
{ 
| 
( 
} 
a 
t 
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ſton, as intimated to 
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131 | 
cern'd in that Controverſy, 1 Tim; iii. 16. and 
1 Jobn v. 7. both whoſe preſent Readings he 
took to be Abanaſian Interpolations. Mr. Le 


OTF: iſtntions theſe Diſſertations in his Epi- 


ſtle before Dr. Kuſter's Edition of Dr. Mill's 
Greek Teſtament [with commendation] but 
without ſeeming to know their Author; he 
having received Copies of them from the fa- 
mous Mr. Lock; and, I ſuppoſe, without any 
Intimation that they were Sir JI. N's. Howe- 
ver, the Reader need not now go ſo far as 
Holland for 8 here; ſince theſe Diſ- 
ſertations were both put into Latin b om- 
mon Friend of Sir . 's and wh 

Vears ago, at Sir J. N's own deſire: and. I 
ſuppoſe, with a deſign to have them then 
printed; though upon what occaſion I can on- 
ly -gueſs, they were not printed at that time, 


and are now in the hands of Sir 1/aec Newton's 


Executors. Whether the other Diſſertations 
upon two other Texts, which Sir J. N. believ- 
ed the Atbanafians had Atlempted to corrupt, 


but were not able to carry their Point: (Which 


were intended to have been tranſlated, and, 
I ſuppoſe, publiſhed with the other two; but 
having lain long by, were ſo corroded or de- 
fac'd, that they could not well be tranſlated or 
publiſhed, till himſelf had tranſcribed and 
cortected them ane w:) Whether, I ſay, they 
have been accordingly by him tranſcrib'd anew, 
and preſerv'd, I do not know. Nor have I 


been inform'd which thoſe two Texts were. NN. 
As to Sir I. N*s Intimation of another Atha- RS Hay 
naſian Falſity, about the Character of Atba- pre 5erv 2 
naſius himſelf, take it in Mr. H#hifton's own = a pw 
Words, as before. But now (ſays Mr. bi- A 
him by Dr. Clarke from . 32, 
B 2 Sir 33» 34 


M 


re 
ave 


—- 


[+] | 
Sir J. N.) to ſhew. ſome farther Foundation 
for Suſpicion in ſuch Matters, I will produce 


. 

out of Hilary's Fragments, à remarkable At- 
teſtation of about 80 Biſhops At b 

of Sardica, which fully ſhews, that all the 5 

ſent plauſible Atbhanaſian Apologies, which 

Juſtify their. Patron's Innocency, were not ſo | 

Fag. 131, univerſally own'd to be true then, as they f 
have been ſince. The Words are theſe: ; 
© As to Athanaſius, who was once Biſhop 

© of Alexandria, ' the Facts ſtand thus. He , 

Vas accuſed as guilty of the higheſt Sacrilege 8 
towards God, and Prophaneneſs with re- 6 

© oard to the Myſteries of his Holy Church; , 

as one that brake that Cup which was con- ' 

c ſecrated to God and Chriſt, - with his own ; 

Hands; and even the venerable Altar it ſelf: ; 

and overturn'd the Biſhop's Seat: And as to x 

© the ſacred Structure it ſelf, the Houſe of F 
c 

6 

[2 

- 

= 

o 

6 

c 

4 

£ 

6 

c 


God, the Church of Chrilt, that he demoliſh- 

red it to the very ground; as one that com- 

< mitted into the Cuſtody of the Soldiers, a 

< Presbyter, being a grave and worthy Per- 

* ſon, whoſe Name was Narche, He was alſo 

_ © accuſed of Injuries; Violence, Slaughter, 

© and the Murther of a Biſhop ; as one alſo 

© that fell into a Rage on the moſt ſacred Days 

of Eaſter; and, like a Tyrant, got the Aſ- 

* ſiſtance of the Generals and Commanders, 
and by their means ſhut up ſome in Priſon, 
Dand puniſhed others with Stripes and Whip- 
. ping, and forced others to communicate 
with him in a ſacrilegious manner, by diffe- 
rent ſorts of Torments. The Emperor alſo 


1 5 J. * (after he had fled from the Council of Tyre 
* ©... ©. tochim) took Cognizance of his Cauſe, and 1 
upon hearing the ſame, was convine'd of his P. 


« wicked 


. 


„ 


2 
J 
5 
0 
8 
5 
» 
e 
7 
e 
] 
7 
! 


r 


c 
6 
6 
. 
0 
0 
6 
6 
c 
c 
« 
. 
c 
6 
6 
6 
c 
6 
6 
0 
c 
p 
6 
c 
6 
c 


[4 


0 
- 


[5] 


© wicked Practices, * ſo by his own Sentence 
ſent him into Baniſhment. — After his Re- 
turn from his Baniſhment, he look'd on 
his former Pranks as nothing, and ſo pro- 
ceeded to greater Degrees of Impiety ; for 
what he had before been guilty of, were ſmall 
Crimes in compariſon of what he did after- 
ward, '-—— As we were quarrelling, five 
Biſhops of our Party ſtood up, being thoſe 
that were ſtill alive of the Six, who had been 
formerly ſent to Mareotis, and made this 
Propoſal to them: That a certain Number 
of Biſhops ſhould be ſent from the two Par- 
ties in the Council, to the Places where 

Athanaſius committed his wicked Pranks, 


that they might upon Oath write all down 


faithfully ; upon this Condition, that in 
caſe 'what Accounts we gave the Council 


proved to be falſe, we might ourſelves be 


condemned, without any further Appeal, 
either to the Emperorg, or to a Council, or 
to any Biſhop. But if what we formerly 
ſaid prov'd true, you ſhould give up the 
ſame Number of thoſe that have been elect- 
ed by you; we mean of thoſe that have 
communicated with Athanaſius after he was 
condemned, as alſo thoſe that have been the 
Patrons and Protectors of Athanaſius and 
Marcellus; in which none of you ſhall have 
any Appeal to the Emperorg, or to a Coun- 
cil, or to any Biſhop. This Propoſal, which 
was made by our Party, Hoſius, and Proto- 
genes, and all their Party durſt not accept, Gc. 


II. Inſtances of Athanaſian Corruptions of 


Texts of the New Teſtament, and of the _ 


3 Conſtitutions. 


a7. 


Act. xx. 
28. 


Collection 
of ancient 

Monu- 

ments, 


pag. 106. 


[6] 


. Tzxr7. J] To feed the Church of Ged, which 


be purchaſed with his ewn Blood, 

This Language of the Blood f God. was 
unknown in the Greet Church before che Days 
of Marcellus and Atbanaſius: All the ancient 
Quotations, ſuch as thoſe of the Apoſtolical 
Conſtitutions, Ignatius's larger or genuine 
Epiſtles, IJrenæus, Origen, the Syriact Ver- 
ſion, the Alexandrian and Beza's, as well as 


ſeveral other MSS, and even the Quotations 
of many of the Atbanaſians in the fourth and 


fifth Cam. have here, The Church of the 


Lord, or of Chriſt, Nay ſeveral of the MSS, 
of Athanaſius have it ſo alſo in this very place, 


as may be ſeen at large in Dr. Mill's various 
Readings. The ſpurious or ſmaller Epiftles of 


I Jenatius therefore, with ſome Copies of Atba- 


Ad Uxor. 


Rom. ix. 5. 


in loc. 


naſius, are all the ancient Greet Authorities, 


which appear for the common Reading; and 
that againſt the moſt undeniable Evidence to 
the contrary. Tertullian, when he was a Mon- 
taxiſt, indeed ſeems to have read it in his Latin 


Verſion, as the Athanaſians now do; and fince 


the Montaniſts were the Parents of the Athana- 
fians, they are to be juſtly ſuſpected of the like 
Prevarications with them; not here only, but 
on other occaſions alſo: as weſhall ſee hereafter. 


TxxrT.] Chriſt, who is over * Cod bleſſed 


or ever, Amen. 

That the Word God was not written at firſt 
by St. Paul, but inſerted by the Aontaniſis 
into their Copies about the End of the ſecond 
Century, the following Obſervations will make 
highly probable. 

(1.) *Tis confeſt by Dr, Ail, and on all 
hands, that this Language, whereby Chriſt is 
called God over all, is never elſewhere uſed 3 - 
the 


[7] 

the Scripture, in the. Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, 
in the Apoſtolical Fathers, or in the moſt 
primitive Writers; nay, is ſtill made the diſt in- 
viſhing Character of God the Father. And 
ence, 1 ſuppoſe, it was, that the great Zraf- 
mus. firſt ſuſpected, that this Word God was 
here an Interpolation. | 

(2.) In the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, written 
in the fame Century with this Epiſtle - — 
Romans, we haye this Citatign of, or Allulipn : 
to theſe Words iz re MufledotFare 2 L 
juſt addreſſing; themſelves to the Euchariſt: K Ag 4 
There is One tbat is Holy ; One Lord; One Jeſus VIII. Iz. 43 
Cbriſt, to the Glory of God the Father, blefſed for 


evermore.: Amen. Whg the Words 
e n to prevey 


* 
all miſtakes, in the uſe of ſo high a Cha plage d fer een 
A wikz=Sm, which no where 
elſe appears jo tbe Glory of God the Father : 
Which taution here, is juſt like that 


of St. Paul's. himſelf elſewhere, on a like oc- 
caſion; That every Tongue ſhould confeſs, that ,,... .. 
Jeſus Chriſt is Lord, to the Glory of God the ,, 
Father, And this omiſſion of the WordsGod over alli 
is abſolutely neceſſary to be ſuppoſed in the 
Conſtitutions I: | 

(3.) By what occurS*in-them elſewhere; But yr. 26. 
otbers of the Hereticks, ſay they, ſuppoſe that 
Jeſus bimſelf is the God over all, and glorify bim 
as bis own Father; and ſuppoſe him ta be both 
the. Son and the Comforter , than which Doc- 
irifies what can be more deteſtable ? TILE s 

(A.) In the next place Iguatius, Biſhop of Anti- 
och, in Syria, alludes to this Text alſo in his Epi- 
ſtle tothe Epbeſians, F. 21. where he ſpeaks of Je- 
ſus Chriſt, who i Haſſeq ſor evermore, but without 
the Words God e in his Epiſtle to 3 

$0 f 78 5 


/ 


2 ſays; I bave been informed ſome of the Mini 
ters of Satan have been deſirous to diſturb you 


ſome aſſerting," that Chriſt is the Ged over all 


$;. And again, That he himſelf is not the God over 
all, and the Father, but bis Son, be ſays, I af 
72 cend unto my Fatber, and your Fatber; and to 
nes God, and your God. And again; ben all 
28. Things uli 55 ſubdued unto him, then ſhall be 
alſo himſelf be ſubjelt unto bim that put all 
Things under him, that God may be all in all. 

3) Soon after the Martyrdom of Ignatius, 
which happened A. D. 1 16h is the Syriack Ver- 
E ſion, at the _ to be ſuppoſed- to have 
been made. -In the c 8 90 5 Copies of which, 

the Wor 2 Hes ve as Orotius in- 

.. forgis us, the oldeſt Copics 

| of . Verſion. © 7 Mil denies this Aſſer- 

tion of Grotius's; and oy, it was in all the 
03. Copies, © But then the Author of 
| Lo. a Chrifian Liberty.aſſerted, „nee to a 
8 late Book of Dr. WatBland's, has largely 
treated of this Text, and has fully clear'd 
Grolius, and directly proved from Ephrem the 
Syritin himſelf, a great Athanafian, who wrote 
in the Syrian Tongue, and uſed the Syriact 
Verſion, that even ſo late as the fourth Century, 
the Words God ar eng therein. For in 
the Greek Verſion of Epbrem's Syriack, printed 

at Oxford, A. D. 1709, as this: Author truly 
informs us, in both the Citations or Allufions 


| tire] y wanting. 
(b.) In the former part of the third Centu- 

ry, lived the great Origen, that moſt learned, 
honeſt and diligent Enquirer into the Copies 
of Sacred Books. And alrho' wes; find the 
. God inſerred into -Ruffinudts:kivaviſh 
227 LTatia 


— 


hog: ** * f Epbrem to this Verſe, e ond cd Win 


be ſpeaks 


 Amanuenſis, Clemen 


ing e bleſſed for ever, by adding 


[9] 
Latin Verſion. of Ori „ Comment. on this 
Chapter; yet do we iently know from 
his conſtant Euſebian Doctrine about Shriſt, 
that he could not have any ſuch Text in his 
Bible as this, That the Son was the God over 
all, — 4 his aiming to anſwer the ſtrong 
Objection thence atiſing, againſt that Dodttrinez 
eſpecially if ws by hisown very remarkable 


Words, in his Book ſt Celſus, to the con- 
trary. © Suppoſe, ſays Origen, that there ſhould yyr. 
* be. ſome at the multitude of Believers; 387. 


* who muſt therefore . capable of difference 
in Opinion; who, out of raſhneſs, ſhould 
« ſuppoſe that our Saviour is the God over all: 
However we are not to be charged with that 
Opinion, who aſſent to his own Words, 

* when he ſays, The Father n Ms 42 2 
ater than 11. | 

—= The like Language y ou have more 
than once or twice in the — Echtes alfa, alſo, 
even in the fourth Century 3 who, whenever 
his own Senſe, or the Senſe. of Car 
tholick Antiquity, always ſuppoſes mL 
guage of the God aver all to be peculiar to the 
Father, and that to apply the ſame to the Son | 
was Hereſy ; as the Reader may ſee in the Au- Pag. 1013 
thor — otec. 102. 
Now A1 the 22 themſelves, or their 
Rome, not only. omit 
the word God? reference to the Text, 
but ſoften the other Expreffiong of Chriſt's be- 


theſe Words, To the Glory of God the Faber; 

and call this Doctrine, that the Son is the God 

over all, a moſt beretical and deteſtable Doctrine, 

had St. Paul himſelf, in their Copies, expreſsly 

aſſerted it? Could St. natius, who was made 

* of Antioch by St. Paul himſelf, not only Conſtitut. 
C allude VI. 46. 


2 


|| | [10] 


allade to this ** without the word Cod, 
not only deny that Chriſt is be God over all, 
but confute that Aſſertion as Heretical, from 
the Words of Cbriſt, and thoſe of St. Paul 


1  hiniſelf elſewhere, had this Affertion been ex- 
| 


| bleſſed for ever? Could ſo zealous an Athana- 
4 fian as Epbrem the Syrian twice cite or allude to 
| nee ext, an r times leave out the 
in his Syriack Bible? 


Could Origen fo ae $ expaſtalite with thoſe 


| b that ſaid, Thing Chriſt was the God over all, and 


ove the contrary from Cbriſt's own Words, 
bad St, Paul directly affirmed, that he was 
God over all, bleſſed for ever ? To ſay nothing 
farther of Enſebius, who, as we have already 

noted, when we have his own Words and Opi- 

nion, or Declaration of the Catholick Doctrine, 
| evaltantly denies that the Son is the God over 

all, as an evident heretical A ſſertion. 

is true, that the Latin Verſion of Jrenæus, 
Pro made, as Dr. Grabe ſuppoſes, about the end of 
legom the ſecond, but as Mr. Dodwell ſuppoſes, about 
pag. 14, the end, of the fourth Century, has the word 
8 God t Citation. But ſince the original 
THE Greek is here loſt ; ſince the Coherence no 
way „ t Word, but rather the ab- 
ſence of that part of the Verſe : ſince ſeveral 
of thoſe Citations ſeem accommodated to ſome 
Latin Verſion of the Bible, and not to Irene- 
uss Greek; and ſince Ireneus always uſes the 
Language, Tb⸗ God over all, as peculiar to the 
Father, no ſtreſs can be Jaid on this Teſtimo- 
ny. That this laſt Aſſertion is true, viz. that 
Irenæus elſewhere makes the God over all a de- 


capes fo 


That 


preſsly in St. Paul, that He was God over all, 


RR ö ads uw ö ö 


ſcription var to the Father, take the Ex- 


OO On WR RY —_— — a. a oY 


a my 


(1] 
That this God is the Father of our Lord I. ,. 
' * Jeſus Cbriſt, Paul ſaid, There is one God the Eph. iv. 6. 
« Father, who is over all, and through all, and 
in us all. KT | | 
« *Tis not proper to affirm, that the God 11.5. 
* who is over all, who is free, and at his on 
: diſpoſal, is a Slave to Neceſſity. — The 
« terreſtrial Spirits or Demons knew there was 
a God over all; at whoſe Name they crem- 
© bled, m—— Altho' they had never ſeen him 
who is God over all, — They ſay, they know 
* him who is God over all. There can be no Chap. 7 
* plenitude out of the primary Father, that is | 
dim who is God over all. — The Father is V. 18. 
* over all, and he is the Head of Chrift.* . 

The firſt certain Citations of it, „ with the 
Inſertion of the words God. of Ter- Tertull. 
tullian, the Montaniſt : the next in ſome Copies adverſ. 
of his great Admirer, Cyprian ; for other Co- . 3 
pies want it ; and two of Novatian, in 1, 
part probably extracted from Tertullian, all adverſ, 

Latin Writers in the Weſt: tho' not one of J. 
theſe underſtood I in the full Senſe of the mo- 2 
dern Athanaſians, that our Saviour was really, Edit. 
and equally with the Father, God over all, bleſg Fackfor. 
ſed for ever; but that he was a God, ſet over all bg. 99 
Creatures by the appaintment of the Father. 
In which ſenſe alſo it is taken in its firſt Greek 

Citation now extant, I, mean that about A. D. | 

270, by the ſix Biſhops that wrote in the See Anci- 
Name of the Council of Antioch, to Paul of ent Monu- 
Samoſata: tho' even there tis the bare Copy — 
it ſelf, not the coherence or reaſoning of : 
Authors that ſuppott it. 

| The next Inftance of this Language uſed by 

any Cbriſtian of the Sox, is that of the Citizens of , 5 

a Pbrygian City, marty red under Diocleſian in the Fliſt. Ec- 

beginning of the fourth Century; which, as Eu- cleſ. VIII. 

Fes | C 2 * ſebing 11. 


e 2h... 9 bh. 


1 Tim. iii. 
16. 
Ancient 
Monu- 
ments. 


pag. 107. 


! 
ſebius hirnſelf informs us, died calling upon Chriſt, 
the God over all. Nor is it unworthy of our No- 
rice, that as Tertullian, a Phrygian, or Montaniſt 
Heretick, (for theſe Montaniſts were chiefly in that 
Province, and generally ſtiled the Hereticks of 
Phrygia;) is the very firſt of the LZatins, that 
we know had this word God in the Text before 
us, and thence ventured to call Chrift, The 


Gad over all: ſo is this parallel Language of 


Pbrygian Citizens a probable indication, that 
they, in a peculiar manner, had this Text thus 


written in their Copies alfo, contrary, as we 
have ſeen, to the other moſt ancient Copies, 


in the firſt and ſecond Centuries, and contrary 


to thoſe of Origen in the third, and of Euſe- 


bius in the fourth Century. So that T cannot 


but eſteem this Interpolation to be owing to the 


Montaniſt Herefy ; and thence to have ſpread 
it ſelf to the Athanaſian, which was derived 
from it, See Origin of the Sabell. and Atban. 
Trinity, pag. 8 1—84. However, when many 

in Copies, and ſome Greek ones, had got- 
ten this interpolated Text, before the end of 


the third Century, *tis no great wonder that 
the Atbanaſians retained it in the fourth; and 


have propagated it into all our preſent Copies, 


eee 


We never hear of the word God in this 
Text till the days of Gregory Niſſen, about 
A. D. 380: Nor do we find it at all quoted 
by any of the elder Writers, no not amon 
the Athanafians themſelves, whenever they col- 
left the Texts for the Divinity of our Saviour, 
which they do very frequently and fully. This 
is well obferv'd; and exceeedingly wondred at 


| fo many ancient Copies and Verſions AAR IN 


that 


194311 
that word ; and when we know from Hiſtory, See ll. 
that Macedonius, the Patriarch of Conſtanti- in loc. 
nople, was turned out of that See by the Em- 
peror Anaſtaſius, for inſerting it in ſome Co- 
pies, about the end of the fifth Century of the 
Church. See alſo Sir Jaac Neuton's Diſſerta- 
tion upon this Text, when publiſhed; of by 
which already. ds alzey Saved HH ob y 077. pay . 3347; 4 
TexT.] There are three that bear record 1 Fob. | 
in Heaven, The Father, the Word, and the Ho- 7. 
ly Ghoſt ; and theſe three are one. I* ++ 
This Text not being in one Greek, and in Ancient 
but one or two Latin Copies, Verſions, or Monu- 
Quotations, in five Centuries, and not appearing 5g. los. 
at this day in more than one later Greet MS be- 
fore Printing began, it is to be eſteemed a viſible 
and a groſs Interpolation; and is of no manner 
of Authority; as Mr. W>:#on bas ſhewed elſe- 
where, Prim. Chrift, reviv'd, Vol. IV. Artic. 
xxii. pag. 379, 380, 381. See here alſo Mr. 
Emlyn's accurate Treatiſe upon this Subject, 
and its Defences: with Sir J. N's Diſſertation, 
when publiſhed; of which already: as alſo 
Dr. Bentley's Lecture againſt it, if ever it be 
publiſhed. And take here the very learned, 
and honeft Dr; Wall's Opinion about it, in his 
Critical Remarks on the place. This Verſe, 
« ſays he, is in no Greet MS, nor was in the 
© Bibles of the ancient Chriſtians; nor ever 
made uſe of by them, in their Diſputes with 
the Arians, Mill has ſo defended it, that he, 
* who- thought it genuine before, will now 
* conclude it to be interpolated by ſome Latin 
Scribe firſt.” And as to Dr. Waterland him- 
ſelf, take the Words of his late Antagoniſt, Pag. 67. 
which 1 believe to be true, as follows. I have, 
* ſays he, good reaſon to believe, that he was 
© convinc'd that St. Zobn really wrote * 
| | « Text, 


[14 ] 
Text, when he firſt enter'd into the Contro- 
* verſy about the Doctrine of the Trinity ;; and 
that on this account he did not alledge it in 
his Writings | 
T's x T,] We know that the Son of God is come, 
and hath given us an Underſtanding, that we may 
know him that is true; Cor, the true God :] and 
we are in bim that is true; even in his Son Feſus 
Chriſt. This is the true God, and eternal Life. 
Since no ancient Chriſtian, no not Athana- 
ſius himſelf before the Council of Nice, ever 
quoted this Text for the Divinity of Cbriſt, 
or ever called our Saviour, «canis eds, tbe 
true God: Nay, ſince all then owned this title 
the true God as the peculiar title of the Father; 
tis pretty plain, they did not believe that the 
Apoſtle called Cbriſt the true God in this place. 
*Tis probable therefore, they either refer'd 
the Particle this to the Father, or read the 
Words ſomewhat different from our preſent 
Copies. Take here alſo the account of the laſt 
quoted Author: | 
Another Text ſufficient to filence the vain 
© Pretences of modern ſcholaſtic Orthodoxy, 
that the Only true God is the Father, Son, 
and Holy Cl. is John xvil. 3. where our 
Saviour, in his Prayer to his Father, ſays, 
This is Life eternal, that they may know 
« Thee, the only True God, Feſus Chriſt 
« whom thou haſt ext. Parallel to this Text, 
< is that other of the ſame Apoſtle, 1 Job. v. 
20. And we know that the Son of God is 
come, and hath given us an Underſtanding, 
that we may know the true God, [25 
Ahe O20 fo the Original, according to 
the beſt and oldeſt MSS.] and we are in him 
< that is true [the true God] in {it ſhould 
be rendred by] his Son Jeſus Cbriſt. This 
FA 


- 


[1s ] 
js the true God [mentioned in the former 

« part of 'the Verſe; and to the Knowledge 
of whom Chriſt came to bring us, and in 

« whom we are by him :] and eternal Life.“ 

In thoſe two Texts, ſays this learned Au- 
thor, it is ſo evident, that God the Father, in 
contradiſtinction to the Son, is ſtiled the only true 
God; that not only the ancient Antenicene 
Church ever taught and profeſſed that the Fa- 
ther alone was the one and only true God, and 
that Cbriſt, as being ſent by him, was inferior 
and ſubject to him; but even the Nicenes and 
Poſtnicenes themſelves underſtood theſe Texts 
of God the Father; and both acknowledged 
the Father, in diſtinction to the Son, to be the 
only true God; and never ſtil'd the Son ſo: but 
on the contrary confeſs'd, that his Mifton from 
the Father declar d his Subordination and Subjec- 
tion to him. I ſhall conclude the ſenſe of the 
Ancients in their Application of the preceding 
Texts to God the Father, to prove from thence, 
that the Title of the only true God, and the true 
God peculiarly belonged to him only, with a re- 
markable Paſſage of an unſuſpected Author, 
viz, Epiphanius, whereby it appears, that, in 
his time, the titles of the only true God, and 
the true God mentioned in theſe Texts were 
univerſally underſtood to be aſcribed to the Fa- 


ther only. + The Son himſelf (they are the 6. 
words of Epiphanius) * ſaith concerning the Vii time. 
Father, That they may know thee, the only ref. ix. 


true God. But that faithful Witneſs, who f 32. & 
« lean'd upon bis Breaſt, and called him the only Hirte 

* begotten God, did not give him the Title of c. 36. 
true God : but the Father is declared by him 5. 2. 

to be the true Cod, and the Son, the only be- 


* gotten God, = The Father, therefore, is in 


« Scripture 


5 
7 
3 1161 | 
* Scripture ſtiled be true Go, but the Son, 
barely, Cod.“ {To which give me leave 
to add, that tis very ſtrange St. Jobu ſhould, 
in the latter Text, and in the very ſame Verſe, 
ſtile Chrift, the Son of (ab true] Cod, and the 
true God biniſelf : and this in oppoſition to 
what he himſelf had related from dur Saviour's 


own N ne Po Text; that the Fa- 
ther, in 8 Nie Fim, was ibe only 
Conſtitu. TEXT. ] One God, the Father of one Son, not 
VI. 11. of many: the Maker of one Comfbrter hy Chriſt ; 
the Maker of the other Orders: the one Creator 

of the ſeveral Creatures by Chriſt, - —© 
Prim. In the nobleſt Vienna MS. after Chriſt, is ad- 
_ ren ded nog, the Producer; and nos, Ma- 
Vol. III. Ker, is omitted. This Period ſeems plainly 
. 690. diſordered and corrupted ; yet ſtill noted for 
Heretical in one of the old MSS. Cofelerius 
was aware of ſome Deſect at leaſt, if not Cor- 
ruption; but durſt not fer about its Correction. 
I think it ought to be read thus; One God, the 
Father ef one Son, not of many : the one Maker 
of the [one] Comforter by Chriſt, the Creator of 
2 the ather Orders : as the Author of the Recog- 
III. 69. nitions ſeems to have read it. And the Cor- 
r $03- ruption of chis Place cannot be aſcribed to any 
but ta the Atbanaſi ans ; whoſe Notions about 

the Holy Spirit it utterly deſtroyet. 
Conftitae, TEXT. Begotten, not created, of the Son 
4 11. of God. This Biſhop Bull triumphs in as de- 
Chrif. re. cretorꝝ againft the Ariam ; Deſtnſ. Fid. Nicen. 
vivd, Sect. II. F. 6. pag. 51. Yet does Cotelerius 
Vol. IV. own, that it ſeems to have crept out of the 
. 694 Margin into the Text. And, indeed, it is ſo 
plainly 8 that Bovius and Turria- 
nus are highly to blame in putting not created 
into the Text at all: and much more to blame, 
| in 


in ſeveral Doxologies of the preſent Copies of 


[17 ] 


in not putting à various Reading into the Mar- : 


gin, Whereas, in the Notes they do not pre- 
tend, that it was in more than one Manuſcript, 
that from Calabria; and directly own, that 
thoſe Words were not in the much more valu- 
able MS. from Crete; by which they printed 
their Copy almoſt every where elſe. And of 
the two Vienna MSS, they are not in that ineſti- 
mable one, which is ſcarce inferior to the Crete 


Copy; but only in that Copy, which is very 


much interpolated by the Athanaſians, But 


that theſe Words are interpolation, none can 


doubt who conſider, that not one of the 
ancient Creeds, how much ſoever alter*d or 
diſguis'd, has the leaſt ſign of ſuch Words; that 
the moſt ancient Chriſtians do frequently ſay, 
that our Saviour was created; and that but a 
very few Pages before, the ſame Conſtitutions, 
even in all the MSS. affirm, that he was cre- 
ated ; when, in a ſolemn Prayer put up to God 
the Father, the Supplicants are directed to ſay 


of Chriſt, That we might come into the remem- ans; aol 
 brance of that wiſdom which was created 4 


thee: how he ſubmilted to be made of a Woman 
en our account: &c. | 


Tz x r.] The Doxologies to the Holy Ghoſt. Conftitur: 
This Corruption has been ſo fully detected I. VIII. 
in Mr. M biſton's two Letters to the late Biſhop pain. 


of London, about Doxologies, that I might 


only refer the Reader to them, However 1 
will farther ſet down his particular reaſons, 


why he believed theſe Doxologies To ihe Holy 
Ghoſt in the preſent Copies of the Apoſtolical 
Conſtitutions to be no better than Atbanaſian 
Interpolations. | | 


— 


1 therefore, ſays he, ſuſpe& and the HolyGhoſt, Letter II. 


the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, to be an Atba- 
15 naſian 


* 


30. 


33 


— 
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and bad broken down the Middle Wall of Partition 
WT | between 
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naſſan Interpolation, for. in the Hely Ghoſt, 


becauſe, . 1 of nad * 
(1. ) The Parallel Particles pera a:5vud)& di 


and ow aww) dyiv; in Engliſh, with the Holy 


Ghoſt, which muſt of courſe bave ſoon fol- 
low*d the Uſe of and the Holy Ghoſt, and ac- 
cordingly are ſeveral times gotten, into the lar- 
ger Vienna corrupt Copy of theſe Conſtitutions, 
do never appear ih the other and better Copies; 
which is to me no ſmall ſign, that all ſuch 
Doxologies that gave Glory directly to the Ho- 
ly Ghoſt, by any. of theſe Particles, were not 
originally in that Book, and that the and was 
put in before the with was invented. When I 
find that the worſer the Copies are, there are 
ſtill more Doxologies to the Holy Ghoſt; and 


the better they are, ſo much are thoſe Doxo- 


logies fewer, there will be reaſon to ſuſpect, 
that had we Copies ſtill more exact, and more 


uncorrupt, we ſhould have no ſuch Doxologies 


in the Conſtitutions at all. | Pe JET? 
(2.) Since not only the former ſix Books, of 


a more private, Nature, but alſo the ſeventh 


Book it ſelf, which is of a publick Nature, 
and contains the oldeſt Liturgy of the Converted 


Feu, before the Deſtruction of their Churches 


by Adrian, have, in their authentick Copies 
no Doxologies jo the Holy Gboſt at all, it is 


highly probable, that neither had the Gentiles 


Liturgy in the eighth Book, originally any 
ſuch Doxologies neither. To ſuppoſe that the 
Apoſtles ordain'd, that the Object of Chriſtian 
Worſhip and Doxology ſhould be one among 


the Converted Jets, and another among the 


Converted Gentiles, ſeems very harſh and un- 
cially when St. Paul aſſures 
*Fat S bad made both one, 


the 
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but that the Meaning of the Rule is this: 


1191 
between tbem; and declar'd that acccording to 
the then known Chriſtian Form of Worſhip 

and Doxology, Through Chriſt, we both bade v. 18. 
an Acceſs, by one Spirit, unto the Father ; and 
that, in Feſus Chriſt the Gentiles alſo were build- v. 22. 
ed together for an Habitation of God by the Spi- 

rit, And this Circumſtance gives us a plain 
Account why the Eighth Book alone has theſe 
interpolated Doxologies 0 ibe Holy Ghoſt ; 
while the Seventh ſtill retains in the Holy Ghoſt. 

The Uſe of the Liturgy in the Seventh Book, 
having been laid afide after the Deſtruction of 


Feruſalem by Adrian, while the other was uſed 


by all the Gentile Chriſtians for many Ages: 
whereby its Copies alone, would be liable to 
ſome ' Alterations from the Practice of the 
Church in latter Ages, And this I take to be 
the true reaſon of the remarkable difference 
there is now between our preſent Copies of 
thoſe ſeventh and eighth Books of the Conſti - 
tutions, as to the Doxologies before us. 

(3.) The grand and fundamental Rule of 
Chriſtian Worſhip, given by the Apoſtles in 
theſe Conſtitutions, and on which, as I take 


it, the Introduction of Doxologies, wherein 


the Holy Ghoſt is at all mentioned, does pro- 
perly depend, is this: Ve declare unto you, 
that there is only One God Almighty ; bheſides 
whom there is no other , and that you muſt wor- 
ſhip and adore bim alone, through Jeſus Chriſt 
our” Lord, in the moſt Holy Spirit. I do not 
mean, as the Author of the Review inſinu- 
ates, that it is of any 2 here, whe- 
ther the Particle uſed of the Holy Ghoſt be in 
Greet i, or 44, which both ſignify by in bg ok 
at. 
the ſolemn Chriſtian Worſhip and Doxology 
is to be directed immediately, 7o God the Fa- 
nn D 2 ther, 


Pag. 25. 
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21 
ther, #brough the Mediation of the Son, and 
by the Aſſiſtance of the Holy Ghoſt. When 
3 I find a great part of the publick 
Doxologies in the Conſtitutions applied in the 
ſame manner, and in the ſame Language, 1 
\ conclude them to be right, and agreeable to the 
original Standard; but when I find many other 
of a different Nature, ſupported by no Rule, 
and not very agreeable to the Rule before 
us, I have ſome reaſon to ſuſpect them, 

(4.) Had this Form ol Doxology, to the 
Holy Ghojt, been originally in theſe Conſtitu- 
tions, as well as in the Holy Ghoſt z and had that 
original Litargy and the Prayers, contain'd in 
the eighth Book, had no fewer than thirteen 
ſuch Doxologies, as it now hath, that is, more 
of this Form than of the other, we ſhould 
certainly have had at leaſt equal Evidence, 
and at leaſt as many Examples in the firſt three 
Centuries and an half of that, as of the other, 
For whatever the original Authority of the 
whole Conſtitutions be, it is moſt evident, 
that this eighth Book is exactly agreeable ta 
the Liturgies we find deſcribed in the earlieſt 
Times; particularly in Juſtin Martyr. 

This Doxology ought therefore to be fre- 
quently atteſted to by the Records of thoſe 
Ages, as well as the other. Whereas we have al- 
ready ſeen, that the one is every where fully 
own'd and atteſted to all along; while this other 
wants a ſingle certain Atteſtation, for above 
three intire Centuries of the Church. 5 

(5.) What chiefly determines me here is, 
the direct Teſtimony of Juſtin Martyr, ſoon 
After the Apoſtolical Age ; and this, as to that 
very Euchariſtical Service, and thoſe other Li- 
turgick Oblations and Prayers, in which alone 
the Aubanaſian Form does now 2 in the 

Ir onſtitutions z 
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Conſtitutions ; that they were all then offer'd 


with Giving Praiſe and Glory to the Father of 1 
the Univerſe, qua, through the Name of ibe Son, 5. 3. 
and of the» Holy Spirit, or with bleſſing the Ma- 


ker of all Things, did, through bis Son Fefus 
Cbirſt, and qua through the Holy Spirit. Accord- 
ing to the like Language of Clement of Alexan - 


dria, Whoſe: Doxology is this, at the end of 


his Treatiſe, Quis dives ſalvetur. To God it 
through his Son Feſus Chriſt, the Lord of the 
Living and Dead, and 4s through the Holy Spi- 
rit, be Glory, Honour, Might, and Eternal Ma- 
Joty, bath now and ever; and for Generations of 
Generations, and for Ages of Ages, Amen. 


aſt. Apo! 


5.85. 


(6.) Tertullian, at the Beginning of the third D- Speae; 
Century, almoſt directly informs us, that no 5. 25+ f. 


Doxologies were then given in the publick Li- 
turgies to any, but tothe Father and Son, in 
theſe remarkable words, ſpoken againſt thoſe 
that went to ſee the Heathen Shews of that 
Age. - What Abſurdity is this, ſays he, 10 g 
from the Church of God, to the Church of the 
Devil ? From Heaven, as the Proverb is, into 
the Mire ? To weary thoſe Hands, by bolding 
them up to applaud an Actor, which you liſted 
up fo God before? To praiſe a Gladiator out of 
that Mouth, whence in the publick Service you 
cryed Amen? To make the Acclamations its d,, 
4% aiav@r. For ever, and from everlaſting, io 
ſome other Perſons, than to God and Chriſt ? 
Which laſt Wards plainly imply, that God 
and Chrift were then the only Objects of ſuch 
Adorations, as had theſe Forms for ever, and 


from evuerlaſting, uſually join'd to them; the 


former of which was more frequently uſed in 
Doxologies, than at any other time whatſo- 
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(5) Which Teſtimonies are alſo ſtrongly 
confirmed by the parallel Words of Origen, as 
to the like ſolemn Prayers and Doxologies la- 
ter in the third Century, viz. That they then 
were given To ys God of the Univerſe, through 
+ the Son, in the boly Spirit: as may mee 
Pag. 46, from his Book = Prayer. 
50, 51, By way of Appendix, the Reader may here 
51, '45 take Mr. ” hiſto s Allegations of the like 
Corruptions and Interpolations made by Arha- 
naſians in many other moſt primitive Writers 
of Chriſtianity out, of another of his Works, 
Prim. I obſerve, ſays Mr. Vbiſton, (I.) That the 
Chriſt. re- Pretence of Arian In lations, both as to 
Vin. the known Books of the New Teſtament, 
pag. 675, charg' d upon that Sect by the ancient Albana- 
67 


6, 677. ſians ; and as to theſe Apoſtolical Conſtituti- 


ons, charged upon them by the Moderns of 

the — opinion, is perfectly groundleſs and 
unjuſt: nay without one ſingle Inſtance that 
was ever yet proved upon them. Dr. Mill 
has examined that Charge as to the known 


Books of the New Teſtament; and has, I 
think, clear*d them in every inſtance that came 


before him. And as for the Conſtitutions, 
there is not evidence enough to bring any 


ſage in them; and ſo there is no occaſion for 
the leaſt Vindication, Nay, the moſt plainly 
Arian Paſſages are directly cited from thence 


Melon 2 — Tale. 1 


the leaſt 
(3 al: Tr charge of Interpola- 


obſerve, 


tions is, on the other ſide, moſt juſtly to be 
laid againſt the Athanaſians'; who, to * 


their turn, have moſt vi corrupted, al- 


charge at all, as to any particular Text or Paſ- 


Author=of 


by Ignatius, * — 
ahe Recognitgn, eyen early in. the 
— Ne us; 955 e 
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[23] 
tered; and interpolated the known Sctiptures, 
theſe Conſtitutions, and a great part of theori- 
ginal Books of our Religion. I inſtance in 
the firſt Epiſtle of Jobn, the Original Litur- 
gies, and Doxologies ; Hermas, Ignatius, Me- 
lito, the Recognitions, Origen, and Novatian. 
And I name Athanaſius, Baſil, Hilary, Ferom, 
Ruſi nus, Cbryſaſtom, Socrates, and Gelaſſus Cy- 


zicrnus in particular, as concerned therein. If 


any be diſſatisfied with this general charge, I 
can ſoon be ready to give a fad Liſt of the 
particular Interpolations, and to prove the 
Facts beyond Diſpute on every one of the fore- 
mentioned; nay do believe that if this matter 
were more nicely examined, the Atbanaſian In- 
ter polations would appear vaſtly numerous, and 
the Atbanaſians themſelves, both ancient and 
modern therein concerned, vaſtly numerous alſo. 
Not that I believe all the Atbanaſians Villains; 
nor all-the Euſebians Saints as to ſuch matters. 
But the Euſebians had the ancient Authors ſo 
clearly on their fide, that they were under no 
temptation to corrupt them: and the Atbana- 
ſians had them fo clearly againſt. them, that 
they had no other way to ſupport themſelves, 
but by ſuch Corruptions ; which with them 
were commonly owned as pious Frauds, or pro- 
per methods to ſecure Men from that heretical 
Pravity, of which the ancienteſt Writers ap- 

ſo. full. . No doubt they thought they 
were doing. the Church good Service; as the 
Jett, when they ſlew the Apoſtles, thought 
oy were doing God good Service alſo. 


Jeb. xvi. 
2 


obſerve, (8.) that we certainly know of a Second 
greater number of Interpolations and Corrup- _ 
tions brought into the known Scriptures, the Dorolo- 
Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, and the other ancient gies, pag. 


Books of our Religion by the Athanafians, 


—_— 


15, 16. 


[24 ] 
and relating to the Doctrine of the Trinity, 
than in any other caſe whatſoever. While we 
Have not, that I know of, one ſingle Example 
well proved, of any ſuch Interpolation or Cor- 
ruption by either the Euſebians or Arians. This 
ſeems to me the real Truth of the Fact: and 
if any deny it, it will be their buſineſs to prove 
ſome Corruptions upon them. I ſay, prove them 
upon them. For as to the common Complaints 


and Accuſations of that nature made againſt 


them by many of the Athanaſians, I find them 
all, upon examination, to come to nothing, 
Whence we ought to ſuppoſe, that if the Co- 
Pies differ in any ſuch Doxologies, the Athana- 
ſian Reading ought to be the moſt ſuſpected, 
and the other Reading to be, ceteris paribus, 
preferr*d before it, See what I have ſaid of this 
matter in many places of my fourth Volume 
of Primitive Chriſtianity reviv'd; and in my 
Collection of ancient Monuments, When once 
I certainly find, that the Euſebians or Arians 
did corrupt any of the Old Books, I will ſuſ- 
py their Readings in this point; but till then 
muſt only ſuſpect the Athanaſians. 

Thoſe Atbanaſian Corruprions and Interpo- 
lations which are here principally referred to, 
are contained in the following Table, and con- 
cern | 

Hermas .., Prim. Chr. reviv'd. Vol. IV. p.116. 


o 


„ 12 . 120, 
„„ oo 3 ei Ln 209; 
EE #15 $f 5, 5s igt. 
Cans Ns. cc » 132. 
Novat ian 5 663 os 135, 136, 137. 


Recognitions. 65606 „ 6 „ e %% „0% % % „ „ „ 147. 
AIG r ass. 
Melotians. Ancient Monuments. p. 76,80. 


Dionyſius of Alexandria. . . 82, -- 89. 
| | Origen. 


Origen. Vue is Sal 0 
* * Death of Arius, 5's 185. 
Council of Sardicg .. 100, 101, 102. 
About Hoſius. 0 * * e 102, — 106. 


Krall. * 2 Mr. . 111, 112. 
Council of Antioch. . © . ꝗ .112, 119. 
Aida the Monk. ++ ++ « 143,-- 196. 


6 Conſtantine the Great . . 229, 230, 231. 


III. Inſtances of falſe Abanaſian Tranſlati- 
ons of, or Deductions from true "Hwa jd the 


New Teſtament. 
TERxXxT.] I and the Father are One. K fb; 
The Parallels are theſe: 30. 
That they all may be One, as we are. 2 | 


That th _ 74 may be One, as thou Father art ments. þ. 
in me, and I in thee 3 that they alſo may be One 108. 

in u that the World may b#lieve that thou haſt XVII. 11, 
ſent me. That they may be one, as we are 23 
ane. I in them, and thou in me, that they may 


be made y in one. 
Wi. that Planteth, and he that walereth i * 1 Cer. iii. 
* bath made Bot h one. | Eph. ii. 
N. B. I do not remember that the "SRO EI 
Text was ever expounded of Unity of Sub- 
ſtance, or in any like manner, but by Tertullian 
the Montaniſt, till the Days of As banaſius: | | 
and do verily believe that Phraſe never ſo ſig- | 
nifies in any good Author whomſoever. , 
TEXTs.] The Son of Man, who is in Hea- ub iti. 
ven. 


Before Abraham was, I am, = vi 2 
The Parallels are theſe. Job. vi 
What and if ye Hall ſee the Son of Man wa 5 
cend up, where be was before? Trung 
Fa bis one thing 1 _—_ that being ind I now * ment. 
MM Of? » E. "Where ap. 


4 


xii. 26. 


WU, 33» 
XIV. 3. 


V. 9. 


Philip. ii. 


6. 
Ancient 
Monu- 
ments. 


p:. 109. 
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| Where Jam, there Hall alſo my Servant * 
Yet a little while I am with you. 
I come again, and will receive you to my ſelf ; 
my where J am, there may ye be alſo. 
Am I fo long time with you, and haſt 4 not 
known me, Philip? | 
Ze are with me from the Biginning | 
I came out from the Father, and am come into 
the World: Again 1 leave the eta and go to 
the Father. 
That where 1 am, they alſo may be with me, 
Being rich, be for your ſakes became poor. 
We ſhall ſee bim as be is. 
N. B. This promiſcuous uſe of the Parti- 


cles and Tenſes elſewhere ; eſpecially by St. 


John himſelf z with the perfect ſilence of all the 
ancient Fathers as to the Atbanaſian Deductions 
from theſe Texts in St. John, render thoſe De- 
ductions exceeding weak and precarious. 

T tx T.] Who being in the Form of God, did 


not aſſume to bimſelf to be equal with God 3 but 


made himſelf of no reputation. 

There appearing. no example, that this 
Greek P hraſe, z u apa ov n yu cſo ever ſignified 
thought it no Robbery ; as the Athanaſians of 
late are willing to render it: And the ancient 


Fathers, both Greek and Latin, underſtanding 


it otherwiſe, even among the Athanaſians them- 
ſelves: and the ga, but, in the next Sen- 
tence e requiring the rendring bere 
given; *tis a ſhame that any ſhould 1257 


the ordinary Tranſlation of theſe wor 


that novel Doctrine of the Equality of the Son 
to the Father that is built upon it: as I have 


elſewhere obſerved. 


Take here alſo Dr. Walb's honeſter Par- 


- BY! z and Dr. Marſhall's free Confeſſion. 


Dr. Walls Paraphraſe is this. Who tho' he 
+ wa 


© 60 6 a a „ ,2%9.0c0 a „ A 


| (-37 }, 
© was of the Divine Nature, yet did not, in 
his Converfation on Earth, claim, or in- 
ſiſt upon it to be treated, dealt with, or 


1 « ſpoken to as God.“ Dr. Marſball's words ate 
more remarkable, out of his Sermon on this 
zot Text: © That as to the preſent Tranſlation 


of it, [thought it no Robbery to be equal to 
God:] he could not juſtify ic : and that tho? 
110 ge did not love to go out of the common 
to road, yet where Truth appear'd to him to 
© be out of that road, he could not, he durſt 


£ not but follow it. 
IV. Inſtances of New Diſtinctions of the 
go Athanafians, in order to get clear of the 


St. ſtrongeſt original Evidence againſt them. 

The Athanafians have not only corrupted Ancient 
ſeveral Texts, and miſinterpreted others, to Monu- 
ſerve their own Purpoſe ; but have alſo invented Men |. 
| Diſtinctions utterly unknown to the ancient 145. * 
did Chriſtians, to evade the plaineſt Texts and 
but Teftimonies againſt them. Thus, to get clear 
of the undeniable Paſſages in Antiquity for the 
inferiority of the Son to the Father, both as 
to neſs, Knowledge, and Power, they 
have invented a famous diſtinction between the 
compleat Divinity, and compleat Humanity of 
our Saviour; and ſo interpret Paſſages of 
Scripture of the one or the other, as occaſion 
ſerves; while the original Writers ſpeak of him 
as of one Being, as much as we are; and in- 
deed as properly a Divine Perſon inhabiting in 
a human Body; without the Allowance of any 
ſach intire human Nature, or human Soul at 
all in him. They ſhould firſt prove that thoſe 
original Writers owned ſuch a human or ratio- 


nal Soul in Chriſt, before they make uſe of 


F-4 


the Eyaſions depending thereon, Thus to = 
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[23] 
clear of the voluntary Generation or Creation 
of our Saviour by the Father, in the ſenſe 
thoſe words, eſpecially the latter, moſt obvi- 
oaſly ſignify ; I mean in oppoſition to a real 
Co- eternity; the Athanaſians have not only 
pretended that the latter word Created is hardly 
ever uſed in that Caſe, contrary to undeniable 
Evidence in Scripture and Antiquity 3 but 
have ſuppoſed, that the former word , Begotten 
has a much more myſterious Senſe than the 
other, and implies ſomewhat of a Co-eternity ; 
without the leaſt Original for ſuch a Diſtinction 
or Interpretation. Thus alſo, when it appears 
evident that the Greek words si and vairer:; 


originally ſignified Eſſence or Subſtance pro- 


miſcuouſly, and it was ſtill owned that the Fa- 
ther and Son, and Holy Spirit, were three £/- 


ſenges, or three Subſtances, i. e, three Beings 


numerically diſtin, the Orthodox have in later 
Ages made a nice diſtinction between thoſe 
words, and have determined that they are: one 
wie, Eſſence or Subſtance, but three y=ordaou; 
Subſtances, or, as they are forc'd to ſpeak, 
Subſeftences or Perſons, without any Pretence 
to original Authority for ſuch a diſtinction. 
Thus hath Athanaſius himſelf made à yet 
ſtranger diſtinction, as to the famous Place of 
the Proverbs; The Lord created me, the begin- 
ning of bis Ways, for bis Works, He founded 
me before the World; in the beginning, before be 
made the Earth, and before he made the Deep, 
before the Fountains of Water came forth, be- 
fore tbe Mountains were faſtned; be begat me be- 
fore all the Hills (a): As if the firſt words, He 
created me, the begiuning of bis Ways, for bis 
JO LE * 1 at 6 ar 2 wor = 


2 Prov. viii. 22. 
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Impoſitions that was ever put upon the Church 


| [ 29 ] 
Works, belong'd to his humane Nature, and 

the Incarnation; and the reſt, particularly be 
begat ine before all the Hills, belong'd to his 
divine Nature, and its eternal Generation ; 
contraty to the plaineſt ſenſe of words imagi- 
nable. This I take to be one of the eſt 


by Athanaſius ; and in which the Moderns of 


his Party are aſhamed to follow him: though 


it ſeems to be one of the principal Diſtinctions 
he ever depends on againſt the 4rians, Thus 
have the Modern Atbanaſians been forc'd to in- 
troduce the Hypoſtatical Union, and Communica- 
tion of Properties, in the conſideration of the 


divine and humane Natures of our Saviour, in 


order to get clear of many terrible Difficulties, 
which their Hypotheſis muſt otherwiſe have 
been liable to; of which Notions or Language 
yet we hear not a word in all genuine Anti- 


. Quity ; and which are therefore to be look'd 


on as meer reg qe, + and Evaſions, without 
all Authority in the World. Thus even Biſhop 
Bull himſelf is forc'd in one Place (), in order 
to ſecure or excuſe Origen, when he was utterly 
againſt ſolemn Prayer to Chrift, not only to 
diſtinguiſh. between Chriſt, as God, and as Gad 
and Man; but under the Notion of his being 


God, to ſubdiſtinguiſh him again as God abſo- 


lutely,, or as God relatively, i. e. God of God, 
and the Son of God; and this without the leaſt 


Foundation for ſuch a Diſtinction, and in order 


to avoid one of the plaineſt Teſtimonies in the 
World. I beg of the Reader who hefirates 
here, to have recourſe to the original Paſſage 
in Origen, which I have produc'd elſewhere (c) ; 


| (*) Defenſ. Fid. Nis. Sect. II. c. 9. f. 15. (e) Vol. 
1 p 72. „ . 


Vol. I. 
5 


. of all, that theſe ſmaller Epi 


was begun in the fourth Cent 
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and then to conſider what words can poſſibly 
be plain and clear, if thoſe of Origen be not 


ſo and what Doctrine can poſſibly be fo ac- 


curately expreſs'd, but that, by the help of 
ſuch Diſtinctions and Subdiſtinctions, it may 
be puzzled and confoundedfor ever. 


V. The ſmall Marcellian or Athanaſian Epi- 
tome of the Epiſtles of Ignatius, have been by 


way of Forgery, put upon the Church for the 
true ones. | , eee 


This has been DEW proved in the firſt 
of Mr. ¶biſton's four Volumes, by his large 
Diſſertation upon the Epiſtles of Ignatius; par- 
ticularly from pag. 83 — 93, and ue more 
ſtrongly in the large Minutes of that Society 
for promoting Primitive Chriſtianity which for- 
merly examined this matter at Mr, I biſton's 
Houſe, not yet printed; but which I have 
peruſed, from pag. 9-——36, that I muſt of 


neceſſity refer the Reader to thoſe Papers, un- 


leſs I were minded to make a large , inſtead 


of a ſmall Manual, on this occaſion. Only take 


this accuſation in Mr. Vbiſton's own words. 
I obſerve, ſays he, which is the | going Thing 

les are directly 
Orthodox Extracts, or made for the Uſes of Or- 
zhodoxy, after the fatal Alteration of the Faith 
when the 
Sal we of the Original ines of the 


Goſpel were in ſuch mighty want for ancient 
Teſtimonies to ſupport their novel Notions 
and Decrees ; and when ſo great a'part of the 
Writers on the ſide of the Orthodox began to 
be employ'd in Abridging, Corrupting, and 
Interpolating the Original Books of our Reli- 
gion. ITE TT 


0 ad . 
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diſtinguiſh between thoſe Copies, Vertions, and 
and thoſe which are later; if they deſire ga. 1 


n 150 | 31 I F 
of Scripture were  fram'd, or 


alter'd and interpolat 


: 
. 
- 


the old ones 
d by the Athanafiansz, 
inſomuch, that there are very few Texts in 
the whole New Teſtament, upon which thoſe 
Controverſies do much depend, but there is 
either a Certainty or ſtrong Suſpicion that they 
have been otherwiſe read, ſince the fourth Cen- 


tury, than they were before. For which Iap- 


peal to Dr. MPs ineſtimable Collection ß 

the various Readings. A And I therefore beg of „4. % 1, ie 
the honeſt and Chriſtian Readers, that in diſ- 5, 4,44 His 
putes of this Nature they take ca rer ta of oy N. J. levy 


„„ | 
Athanaſius, «- + = . 


Citations, which are ancienter 


on ſure grounds, and would really know ws ie. 


. 


were the original wards of the ſacred Pen- men, „ 
themſelves, as to theſe ma s. Now alſo was ? 
it, that the Conſtitutioi 


Se 


n aof the Apoſtles were 
abridg'd and alter d for the Uſes of the Church 


of Ethiopia ; and that, think, by or under 4 


thanaſius himſelf: and therein ah that Chriſtian 

Faich which was againſt his modern Orthodoxy, 

was entirely omittedg and the reſt mo# jnjudi- 
ciouſly andaukwardly epitomiz d. Which miſe- Ladolph- 
Table Abridgmenpis ſtill entire in Ehiopict, atd Comment. 


part of it preſerv A in Grreł to this Day. Now it 7 


was that the original Liturgy of Chriſtians was 1 II 
alſo alter d, and made to comply with the later C. 4. 

or Albanaſian Doctrine of the Trinity; and No. 30. 

that by no leſs Perſons than Baſil and Chry- ge. 16. 
ſeſtom: and the Apoſtles Creed and Doxology 6 
t 


mſelves were alter d to the preſent F. orm, to 


. confront the Arians. Now were Athanaſius, 
 Euſebius Vercellenſis, Ruſfinus, Jerom, Hilary, 


and others employ*d in tranſcribing ſo much” 


out of Origen and Euſebius, thoſe truly learn- 
ed Men of the old Chriſtian Perſya 


fion, as * ENS: | 
"=: 


— 


1 32 
ſupply the Nec es of their Party, 
t the danger of = v5 their Orthodoxy, 
10 the Peruſal either of the Originals, or of 
entire Tranſlations. For great 4 was taken 
to clear them all along of their old Chriſtianity 
in theſe matters, and ro make them not incon- 
ſiſtent with the Athano/tan Scheme. Nay, this 
Adv. Vi. Management ſoon became ſo common, and 
8 of ſuch good Reputation, that it was rather 
Tom. pleaded for as meritorious. Hear Ferom*s own 
5 * Fw upon this occaſion, when ſome blam'd 
him for 9 1 into ſuch a Praftice: Nur, 
ſiays he, Mu be funt tranſtuli, 5 mala vel 
4 vel correxi, bel tacui/ cur ar "ot 


ſum, ch me Latini hbna ejus 
a J habean mala ignor F? Ee 
_ eſt, arguatur Aconfeſſor Hitafils ; fut mo- 
m rear 1 1 omilias in Job ex 


'&s ) in Latinum tranſtu- 
0 fey confeſſromis Vercellenfis ; 
Commentarios beretic 


¶ Libris &JUs, id el. 


2 Sit in culpa 
i omnum Pſa; 
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ini [ ZEuſqdii Cafe lens] uertit in r 
eloguium cet- Mretia pretermilens, 

' quague zu it, Theo de Villorino © 22 

vioma, & gfteris qui Meinem, in 7 

Atntaxat Wipturarum, FP. t ſunt, expreſſe- 

rum ; nf won tam me defenatge, quam ſocios cri- 

minis dear querere, alſo it was, that the 


ignorant Atbanaſians abus*d or anathematiz'd 
the ſame more learned Ariant, Origen, and 
Euſebius; and thoſe truly extraordinary Per- 
ſons, who in their own. times were juſtly look*d 
upon by the Church as the greateſt Lights ſhe 
had, could ſcarcely afterward be eſteemed 
Chriſtians. Now it was, that Antony, that great 
Atbanaſian, introduc'd his novel Scheme of Ig- 
norance and Monkery into Egypt; and there ; 
1 pretended to, or really perform'd thoſe ſm 


Big Wonders 


Lo] 
FY 


* 


2 


. Wonders of a Lye, which wrought 
- fions, and eſtabliſhed Orthodoxy there 
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recovery. An Account of which Miracles A. 
tbanaſius has given us; ſuch an one as I believe 
cloys the Stomach of all the truly learned and 
judicious that read it. Now alſo did Gregory 
Niſſen, or ſdmebody under his Name, tell us 
ſtrange, and *till then unheard of Wonders of 
Gregory of Neocæſarea,; and among the reſt, 
of an Orthodox Creed given him by Jobn the 


Evangeliſt, and the Virgin Mary, to confront 


the Apoſtles Creed, and other moſt ancient 
Confeſſions of the Chriſtian Faith, which did 
not ſeem favourable enough to the - preſent 
Doctrines of the Church. And now, I be- 
lieve, it was that the genuine Epiſtles of /zng- 
tius were thus imperfectly abridg'd, and wick- 
edly interpolated gas 92275 hemſelves moſt 
plaialy for the Hint the Athandfrans 
and appealing fo oſten to the Apoſtolical Con- 
ſtitutions, thoſe moſt ſacred x«4uiae of Chris 
ſtianity. which till lay in the Archives of the 
Apoſtolical Churches ; as unconteſtably on the 
ſame ſide alſo. And that this was the true occaſion 


in general of this Forgery, for fo I make bold to 


9. 


plain, by thoſe Omiſſions, thoſe 


call it, is v 

numerous —— remarkable Omiſſions made in 
the ſmaller Copies. Which Paſſages are com- 
monly ſo home and decretory againft the Atha- 
naſians, that no wonder this Atbanaſian A- 
bridger left them put; tho? they. generally 


contain'd nothing but the plain and undiſputed 


Language and 


of moſt Primitive 


Chriſtianity, * 


VI. Suſpicions concerning Athanaſius. 
It is well known, ſays Mr. Vbiſton, that no 


Hiſtorical 


— — — — 


T-34] 
belongs to the fourth, Century, and ſo far. as 


the Chriſtian Faith is therein concern'd, relies 
mainly upon the Writings and Hiſtory of A. 
thanaſius ; and that the Truth and Certainty of 
very many important Facts depend entirely, as 
to us, on the Integrity and Veracity of the 
ſame Athanaſius. Now the Reaſons why I dare 
not in ſuch matters believe things on his ole 
Authority, are theſe. | 2 

(1.) Athanaſius was plainly a violent Party- 
Man, and the known Head of a Party; and is 
therefore to be no more depended on in matters, 
wherein himſelf and his own Affairs were pe- 
culiarly concern'd, than others, the like Pariy- 
Men, and Heads of Parties are to be in paral- 
lel Caſes. And I need not tell the honeſt and 


_ impartial, i in this Age of Diviſion and 


Pref. pag. 
. cio ſil; ſalvis ſem 


Faction, how little regard 0 be given to ſuch 
%% 

2.) Athanaſius was peculiarly the Author of 
a New Syſtem of Divinity, or the Author of a 
Neu Se in the Cburch; whoſe Language, at 
leaſt, and Practices, if not Notions, were moſt 
certainly unknown to the earlier Ages of Chri- 
ſtianity. This is too plain to be deny'd; and 
Montfaucon does in a mannner confeſs it: Indi- 
care ne pigeat, ſays he, um nibil periculi ex indi- 
& integris rebus, ac fide 
nibil mutatd, mulla Athanaſii evo, ejuſque ope in- 
Aucta Verba fuiſſe, & ad vertam formam redutta 
dei capitas ut Pater hodiernæ Theologiæ jure 
vocari ait. Give me leave, ſays; he, freely 
to declare, ſince there is no danger in ſuch a 
Declaration, that while the things themſelves 
and the Church's Faith have ever continued 
immutably the ſame, there were many new 
words or terms of Art introduc'd into the 
Church in the Age of Athanaſius, and by 

| 6 
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© his means; and thence the Articles of our 
Faith became fixed and determinate. | Inſo- 
much that A/banaſius may juſtly be ftiPd The 
« Faiber of the modern Syſtem Divinity.“ And 
Gregory Nazianzen ſays thus, in his Panegy- 


rick upon our Atbanaſius ; 7370 i vos Auro & Op 
71 ide ib, g Tire dd e wh idixer II. 5. 385. 


x D*˙i ede duToIE T2 ie ef pate. Y awnfov 
m ig N rg alpamey Tor; dy bots dt. 


vob d d Sei. What Athanaſius deter- Pag. 392. 
© min'd, was a Law to the reſt: and what he 


« diſallowed was rejected by them, Nay, his 
Doctrines were the very Moſaick Tables of 
the Law to them. The Honour that was 
c par him was greater than what is due from 
« Men to the Saints themſelves. Indeed, he 
gave Laws to the whole World.“ Now cer- 
tainly, when ſo bold and daring a Perſon ap- 

rs, who is not afraid to innoyate ſo vaſtly in 
the Chriſtian Religion as this amounts to, all 
true Lovers of the antient Faith once delivered 
to the Saints, ſhould be upon their Guard, and 
not raſhly believe all he fays, leſt he ſhould 
prove to be one of the Forerunners and Intro- 
ducers of that Antichriſtian State whom the 
Scriptures have fo fully caution'd us againſt, and 
of whom they give ſo diſmal an Account be- 
fore-hand. | | 

(3.). A Perſon of his genera] Character, 
which I take to be that of one reſolute, ambi- 
tious, and tyrannical ; of admirable Parts, 
but little Learning, and ſmall appearance of 
Sincerity ; who would never ſubmit to either 
Emperor or Council ; and who would rather 


ſet the Chriſtian World in a Combuſtion on all 


occaſions, than recede in the leaſt from his Pre- 


tenſions ; who reaſons generally very weakly ; 


yet treats his Adverſaries with the moſt un- 
"vs 2 chriſtian 
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chriſtian Names of reproach and ſcorn pofli- 


ble; and who till altered his notions, or at 
leaſt his Language as he ſaw occafian, and as 
matters would bear; and yet us'd plauſible 
Words and Inſinuations all along; a Perſon, 1 
fay, of · this general Character cannot but af- 
— great room for ſuſpicion to conſidering 

en. 

(4. ) Athanaſius's TESTED =) account of the 
Origin of the Meletians, who afterward join'd 
with the Arians againſt him, is ſo entirely dif- 


 Hzref, ferent from that which Epiphanius gives us to 
LXVUI. their great advantage, while yet Epiphanius was 


Vit. har 
F. 10. 


certainly honeſt and orthodox enough not to be 
ſuſpected of any Partiality to them, that we 


have great reaſon to queſtion Athanaſius's Fi- 


delity in this matter. And the Council of Nice 
it ſelf are known to have dealt ſo much more 
gently with theſe Meletians than they did with 
the Arians, and than Athanaſius mould have 
had them done, that the ſuſpicion is confirm*d, 
that his Account was rather the effect of Ha- 
tred and Ill-will, than the real and exact truth 
of their Caſe. 

(5.) Atbaneſius's Works drawn up before 
the riſe of the Arian Controverſy are ſo very 


different from thoſe written afterward, as ſhew 


that Oppoſition and Diſputation had quite al 
ter d and ſpoil'd the Man; and that 3 later 
Writings are of ſmall Authority. I wiſh, 
the honeſt Reader, that delires to ſee the true 
Doctrines of the Church, nay even of Aihang- 
frus himſelf, as they were taughtand believ di in 
his younger Days, and to Wh the. 
other broach'd afierwardewoul | 
pare his yquthful nobleſt — Contra Gemtes, 
& De Incarnatione Verbi, with the reſt. Thoſe 


containing, ſo far as I can judge, Ne 


- Q +4090 20.2 
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the ſame Doctrines that he afrerwards fo violently 
oppos d under the notion of Arianiſin. Nor need 
the Reader go elſewhere than to thoſe Treatiſes 
of Athanaſius himſelf, to be fatisfy*d what a migh= 
ty change the ſame Perſon made in Chriſtianity. 
This is certainly a matter that highly deſerves 


every good Chriſtian's ſerious Conſideration. 


(6.) Athanaſius, and others from him, tell us an 
incredible Story about the Meletian Biſhap Ar- 
ſenius, viz. That when Athanaſius had been ſo- 
lemnly and publickly aceus'd of killing this 
Arſenius, and of the cutting off his Hand after he 
was dead, which dead Hand was ſhew'd pub- 
lickly alſo ; yet that he produc'd the Man alive 
before his Judges, with both his Hands unhurt; 
a Letter of which Arſenius to Athanaſius we 


have in his Works: whilſt the Arians did ſtill 


all his Life notwithſtanding accuſe him publick-. 
ly upon all occafions of the ſame Murder. This 
ſeems to me utterly incredible, that he ſhould 
ever be charged with the Murder of a Perſon, 
who yet, if Athanaſius ſays true, muſt have 
been known by all the World to be till alive. 
Nor does his Introduction of the Emperor's 


Letters, which implies his being alive, at all 


ſatisfy me: not to ſay, that we have no aſſu- 
rance that any pretended Perſon was the true: 
Arſenius, or the Hand produc'd real, we have 
certainly no other Evidence for even this Let-- 
ter but Athanaſius himſelf ; which he knew 
how to produce for his Purpoſe. as occaſion: 
ſhould ſerve. And one great reaſon of ſuſpi- 
cion here is, that the ſame Emperor Conſtantine, 
whoſe Letter does in this caſe ſo juſtify Athana» 
fins, and expreſs his wonder at the Impudence 
of the charge of murdering one who was ſtill 
alive among them, did yet ſoon baniſh him 
notwithftanding, And certainly had * 

ä 15 


. 
ius had ſuch undeniable Vouchers for his Inno- 
cence as he long afterward publiſh*d, he need- 
ed not have run away from the Council of Tyre 
as he did, for fear not only of being condemn- 
ed, but even of being torn in pieces alſo at the 
fame time. | 5 

(7.) The Story and ſtrange Miracles of An- 
thony, the Father of the Egyptian Monks, and 
thereby of the modern Monkery in general, does 
above all things make Atbanaſius ſuſpected. 
As the true Miracles of our Saviour and his 
Apoſtles do undoubtedly eſtabliſh the Chriſtian 
Doctrine; but if they were known to be either 
falſe or demoniacal, would as undoubtedly de- 
{troy its Reputation: ſo in good meaſure does 
it ſeem to me to be with Anthony and his pre- 
tended Miracles, with relation 'to Athanaſius 
and his Doctrines. If theſe be true and divine, 
they do indeed ſeem authentick Credentials to 
the Perſon and Cauſe of Atbanaſius: but if 
they be either falſe or demoniacal, Athanaſius 
and his Cauſe muſt ſink with them. For they 
are not only produc'd and atteſted to by Atha- 
naſius himſelf, and that ſometimes as done be- 
fore his Face, in his Life of this Anthony ; but 
they ſeem to have been defign'd, contriv'd, 
and alledg*d both by Anthony and Athanaſius 
on purpoſe for Teſtimonials to the Atbanaſian 

Cauſe and Doctrine, as the ſagacious Reader 
will obſerve in his peruſal of them. Now that 
this Life of Anthony is not written ſincerely by 

Vit. Ant. Athanaſius is plain by ſeveral Circumſtances ; 

y. 22 beſides the general wild incredible nature of the 

L e Things and of the Miracles themſelves. Atha- 

Sc. Sect. naſius ſays, that Anthony was wholly illiter ate. 

86. with Yet does he tell us of his fine Diſcourſes, and 

_w_ 5 4 of his Letter to the Emperor for him. Yet does 

Monach. he ſet down a notable: Anſwer of his to ſome 

Sect. 14. | Philoſophers, 


* 
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Philoſophers, full of Heathen Learning. A. 
thanaſius allo, in one place tells us of a Judg- 
ment executed on Balacius, one of his Ene- 
mies, by an Horſe on which that Enemy of 
his rode ; and in another, that it was that Horſe 
on which Neſtorius rode, and not Balacius. 


Nay, Albanaſius tells us, that Anthony, when Vit. Ant 


he died, order'd that Cloak which himſelf Sea. 92. 
Chron, & 


had given him to be reſtor'd to him again: yet 
has Ferom aſſur'd us, that it had many Years 


Monk by the fame Anthony. In ſhort, thoſe 
who take Athanafius to have been that great 
and good Man the Orthodox ſuppoſe, muſt 
alſo believe him in his Life of Anthony, the 
beſt atteſted of all his Works; which yet is 
next to impoſſible to be done, without receiving 
all the like vain Legends and Miracles which 
have been ſo common ſince the Days of Atha- 
naſius, tho* not heard of before; and which 
are frequently pretended to in the Church of 
Rome at this very day. But for the reſt, the 
truly learned and judicious, who will readily 
diſcoyer- the Knavery or worſe Original of 


Vit. Paul. 


before been aſſign'd for the Burial of Paul the 


theſe Miracles of Antichriſt, whoſe coming was 2 Thel. ii. 
to be after the working of Satan, with all Power, 9. 


and Signs, and lying Wonders ; they ought in 
conſequence thereof to give up their Author 
Antbony, and their Abettor Athanafius ; and 


no longer engage their belief to ſuch Stories 


and Doctrines as come in ſo very ſuſpicious a 
manner recommended to them. | 
(8.) Athanaſius's Character of the principal 


Vit. 4- 


Arians is not only unſupported by other con- zan. p. 
temporary Authors, unleſs by his Fellow-Here- 26. 


tick Marcellus, but is directly contrary to 
that of Euſebius; whoſe Integrity is yet too 
well known, as well as his Abilities, to bars 
noise 


fo] 

thoſe of Athanaſius come in the leaſt Compe. 

tition with them. = . 

(. 9.) Athanaſins's Story of the miſerable Death 

of his Enemy Arius is not only contrary to 

Fed, Hig, Ntiſi nus, who relates his being alive till the 
L. 1. vi. Reign of Conſtantius, but very ſuſpicious in 
13. it ſelf, He ſays it happen'd in the Reign of 
| Conſtantine, at Conſtantinople, under its Biſhop 
Alexander, and in the moſt publick manner 
poſſible : ſo that not only Egypt, but the whole 
Chriſtian World muſt have rung of it preſent- 

ly, in caſe it had been true, Yer twenty Years 

Ep. ad E- afterward is he forc'd to write an Account of 
piſc. E- it to the Egyptian Biſhops, to ſecure them to 
YC. his own Orthodoxy : nay, a little after, he 
= : is again oblig*d, tho? with great reluctancy, to 
Ep. ad Se- Write it more largely to Serapion, as a grand 
rap. de Preſervative, againſt the Arians : but ſtill with 
3 theſe Cautions; that no Copy of his Epiſtle 
P:34% Se. be taken, no not by Serapion himſelf, nor by 
Sed. 5. 5. any of thoſe Monks among whom he took 
342. cafe to ſpread the ſame Story, but that it be 
ſafely return'd to him again, And he ſeems to 

intimate that he ſaw no other ſo certain way 

of putting a ſtop to ſome Diſputes of the 4- 
rians, as by this Story, which he ſuppos'd 

Ad An. would effectually do it. And if the Chronicon 
Dom. 323. Paſchale or Alexandrinum be right, this very 
Alexander, who in this Account was the Biſhop 

of Conſtantinople therein concern'd, had been 

then dead no leſs than fix Years before. All 

theſe Circumſtances afford ſuch obvious occa- 

ſion for ſuſpicion, eſpecially when the Story is 
pretended to come only by his Presbyter Ma- 

Sect. 2. p. carius, ſo famous or rather infamous in the 
340. Hiſtory of Atbanaſius, that I ſhall not need to 
enlarge upon them. LN 


* 


(10.) 
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(10. ) I ſhall ſhew elſewhere that is highly _. 
ö probable, chat this Athanaſius made and impos d 


a ſpurious and ill · digeſted Epitome of the Apo- 
flokcal Conſtitutions on the Churches of Etbio- 
Zia for the genuine ones; with the omiſſion, o 
all that contradicted his notions; which Epi- 
tome is entire in Ethiopick, and part of 1 it ſtill 


extant in Greet alſo at this day. 


(11) I ſhall ſhew elſewhere that. 'tis highly 
probable that this Athanaſius cited the ſpurious 
Copies of Ignatius Epiſtles lately made by his 
Friend Marcellus or ſome: of his Party, for 
the genuine ones; and that at the ſame time 
when he diſcovers his knowledge of the true 
Copies alſo: nay, that he certainly cites na- 
tius that our Saviour i is y4maſſog unbegolten, con- 
trary to the known Doctrine of Inai ius, and of 
all the firſt Writers of Chriſtianity... 

-(12.). The famous Quotation which ' Aibana- De 
„us makes out of Origen for the Eternity and Synod. 
Conſubſamiality of our Saviour is ſo very ſuſ- Nies. 
picious, as to its being genuine, that Pelavius, Sect. 27. 
that learned Jeſuit, cannot here forbear to cry 
out thus N Hæc Zl miri 


ENS talia ab Ori- I. 1. e. 


cauſe 
being againſt that Eternity; and becauſe he , 
does moſt certainly ſtile Chriſt the ancienteſ of * 
all Creatures. 


7 5 3 . accuſes. Origen as Contra 
. 37s 


(13.):The pretended Epiſtle of, Diguv/zu of De Synod: 


Alexandria for the ahi Sect. 43. 
Saviour, is ſo different ſrom the Stile of the £ 
third, and ſo like that of the fourth Century; Synod. 
is ſo wholly omitted by Euſebius in his account Nic. Sea. 
of * is ſo N 2 to * 25. 
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Doctrine of the ſame Dionyſus, as we are aſ- 


ſur'd from an unqueſtionable Witneſs, Baſil 
himſelf ; nay does ſo plainly contradict what 
Athanaſius cannot deny to have been the Ex- 
preſſions of the ſame Dionyſius elſewhere, as 


well as the Decrees of that Council of Anti- 


och whither he had gone but for extream old 
Age, that no manner of dependance can be 
had thereon, | | 


(..) The Quotation alſo from Theognoſtus 


againſt the Arians is by no means free from 
ſuſpicion : ſince Photius himſelf, who ſaw the 
ſame Books that are cited by Albanaſius, fair- 
ly confeſſes that he is on the Arian fide, as 
therein directly owning that Chriſt was a 


Creature. Nay farther, it is to be exceedingly 


remark'd, that ſince . four, Inatius, Ori- 
gen, Dionyſius of Alexandria and Theognoſtus 

SS — Pope Dionyſius, all the ancient F a 
thers whom Athanaſius any where cites againſt 
the Arians ; [and thoſe certainly a poor number 


for a Writer then to alledge ;] and ſince it does 


not appear that he has cited any aye of them 
fairly, but the contrary ; we hence learn, 


either that the Ancientꝭ were all againſt the A- 


his Ignorance, but is in part deriv'd from his 


thanaſians, and that Tee was plainly for- 
ced to prevaricate and forge v or that he was 


an Ignoramus, and knew nothing of their opi- 


nions himſelf, but was impos'd on by others. 
At the leaſt we learn, that his Teſtimony and 
Authority is worth nothing, nor to be at all 
depended upon by any body in theſe matters. 
..G6169, Bat chat all chis cannot be charg'd on 


 Knavery, is evident not only from the ſtrength 
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of his Parts in general, not eaſily liable to Im- 


poſition ; but from the known Caſe of the 


uncil of Antioch in particular; which, as 
1 LSE 81 2 _ Ia :.- 34 VP *\ we v | 
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himſelf, as well as Baſil and Hilary, does not 
deny, did expreſly affirm of our Saviour 
ix icin tagt, that he was not Conſubſtantial 10 
the Fatber: while the Council of Nice affirm'd 
the direct contrary in ſo many words. Vet will 
not he own the two Councils to be of different Syned. 


opinions, no not when he cannot pretend to 
have any Records in the World to reconcile 
them by ; no more than Hilary and Baſil: yet 
do our modern Writers for Atbanaſianiſin fol- 
low them alſo, and will needs have them to be 
both for the Aibana/ian Doctrine notwithſtand- 
ing. Sure the Church was never ſo groſly cheat - 
ed as It has been in this Controverſy ; not only to 
be made to believe that Doctrines are true and 
certain without any foundation in Antiquity; 


but that thoſe very Men, at leaſt ſeventy in 


number, who expreſly condemn a Doctrine, 
did yet believe it all the while. I do not 
ſee at this rate why hereafter I may not be 
found to be an Athanafian alſo, notwithſtand- 
ing my direct writing againſt him. Who 
knows but my words may be capable of ſome 
witty reconciliation hereafter, as it ſeems Atha- 
naſius found to be between thoſe of the two 


Councils before us, notwithſtanding the ex- 


preſſneſs of the Contradiction between their 
Determinations? 1 am willing to hope, - that 
Baſil and Hilary only followed Athanaſius 
blindly in this matter; otherwife that Com- 
parative very good opinion I have of their 
Frobiry and Integrity would ſoon diminiſh. 
But what to ſay for the really learned and 


judicious among the Orthodox. Moderns, who 


- 


De Synod. 
Sect. 43. 
Baſil E 
iſt. 300. 


Sect. 81. 


in other matters are never to be ſo impoſed 


upon, I do not know. But to go on. 
(16.) Athanaſius, when he and his Doctrine 
bad been at laſt condemn'd by the great Ho- 
Tx G 2 5 fins, 
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„ 


ftus, pretends, in excuſe and vindication, that 
the ſame Heſius at his death declar*d, that what 


Hiſt. Ari- 
an. 
Mon. SeR. 
45 


Hilar. de 
Synod. 
Sect. 10, 
11, 63. 
contr. Ari- 
an. in 
calce. 


Ad Impe- 


thec. 
Patr, Max. 


Tom. 


p- 665. 


he had done in that matter was by Compul- 
ſion; and that Hofius did then anathematize 
the Arians. This is a famous xzerrjproy by 
which the Fidelity of Athanaſius may eaſily be 
tried. Hoſius was a Weſtern Biſhop, and died 
in Spain: fo the Weſtern Writers are the only 
authentick Witneſſes in this caſe. ' To them 
therefore let us _ Now here Hilary, the 
grand Weſtern Fountain of Orthodoxy, and 
Phebadius, not much leſs Orthodox than the 
other, are ſo far from any ſuch hopes of 
Hoſius, that the former calls the famous Arian 
Creed of Sirmium the Blaſphemy of Hoſius, 
as if he were the principal Compoſer and Pa- 
tron of it; and ever writes againſt him after 
that as an Arian, without the leaſt hopes of 
his recovery, or tidings of Recantation : and 
the latter agrees exactly with the former ac- 
count. Nay, we have ſtill nearer Witneſſes, 
two Orthodox Presbyters, by name Marcelli- 
nus and Fauſtinus ; who lived alſo in the Weſt 
where Hoſius died: and theſe are ſo far from 
any Confirmation of Athanaſias's Story, that 
they tell us Hoſius was not only become an Ari- 


* &n, but a zealous one alſo ; inſomuch that the 


Orthodox complain'd of him as of one of their 
Perſecutors ; and ſaid that he died upon one of 
his Acts of Perſecution againſt them. Nor 
does Monifaucon himſelf ſeem here willing to 
engage in Atbanaſius's Vindication. So that 
he ſtands here convicted of Falſhood by the 
atteſtation of four ſubſtantial Witneſſes of his 


| own Party. 


+ Ws (17.9 


e 08 D.; 
(17.) Athanaſius relates = 
ſo many Stories that are Vit. Athan. p. 71. 


almoſt incredible; and , ,. z. . 
produces ſo many pre- 26, 27, 5 1 4 ; 20 
tended Letters and Mo- 39, 41, 42, 43, 44, 46, 
numents which are whol- 47s 2 5 85 88 56, 

| ly unſupported by any 68, 75, 27, 32, 83. & 
other original Teſtimo- oy. p. 269, 295, 338, 
nies, and ſometimes but 339, 349. | 

ill agree with Chrono- 5 
logy, that there is the greateſt reaſon in the 
World to ſuſpe&t many of them to be direct 
Forgeries. Had the Violence of the Orthodox 
ſpared us the Writings of the Euſebians, tis 
very likely all might ſtil] be detected. But 
they have taken carg to deſtroy or drop thoſe 
Books, which they could not anſwer ; and fo 
ſeem to defy all attempts of this nature. Yet 
do not I think the Caſe quite deſperate,” if any 
fagacious and honeſt Man would go about ir. 
I heartily wiſh vis learged Writer of the 
Hiſtory of Montani af aſide his byaſs 
for common Notions, and would ſet himſelf 
about ſuch an Enquiry. Since I doubt not but 
he would ſoon diſcover not only the Prevarica- 
tion and Tricks of Athanaſius, but the true 
Origin of Athana/taniſm; I mean, he would 
ſoon clearly find, what he has already much 


ado to avoid ſeeing, that Athanaſiani/m is no See Chop.X1NX. N | 


other than a remote Branch of Montaniſm ; pe- 311. 
as convey*'d down in Galatia and Ancyra to the | 
Heretick Marcellus, and by him to his known 
Friend and. Compan ion 4s ul However, 
theſe Suſpicion ſeem to me to, bear ſo hard up- 
on Athanafſus)» that the Orthodox who do ſo, 
very much rely on his Authority for their Hiſto- 
ry, their Faith, their Worſhip, and their whole 
Syſtem, mult be obliged either to vindicate him 
| throughly 
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_throughly from the ſame, or give up this who! 
Contreverſy, and. return to the old State of 
Primitive Chriſtianity, as it obtain'd in the 
Church before that W e An- 
tichrift aꝑpear'd in the World. 
See allo Mr. Vbiſton's Defence of theſe 
Suſpicions, at the end of the Argument; Pag. 
7: rn n 


| VII. Athanaſius convicted of Forgery. 
Argument I ſhall reduce the Evidence I have to alledge, 
N. 4952: to theſe three Propoſitions ; to be diſtinctly 

proved in their Order: To demonftrate, 

(J.) That Athanaſius does ſeveral times di- 
rectly affirm, that the Council of Nice did, 
even in their ſolemn Anatþema*s, condemn the 
Arians for ſay ing that our Saviour was Created; 

and that he put abroad Copies of thoſe Anatbe- 
ma g, with the Inſertion of that Clauſe, as 
condemned by them. 

(2.) That yet is cęrtain this Council did 
not inſert the word Creed into thoſe Anathe- 
ma's; but rather, by omitting it, did directly 
avoid its Condemnation. | 

(3.) That therefore Athanaſius appears to 
have been guilty of a known and wilful Falſi- 
ty and Interpolation, in this important Matter; 
and of voluntarily propagating a notorious 

Forgery over the Chriſtian World. 
1 ſhall fer down theſe Anatheme's at large, 


© from the uſual Copies ; and then prove the le- 


veral Propoſitions. _ 
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Concil. Lab. p. 27. Socrat Hiſt, Ecclef, L. 1. C. 8. p. 
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ual 

But nch as 1 There was a Duration 
« when he was not; and that he was not before 
he wẽas begotten; and that he was made out 
« of nothing: Or chat ſay, that the Son of 
God was of another Subſtance, or Eſſence, 
© [or Created, Jor mutable, or changeable ; 
« thoſe the Catholick and Apoſtolick Church 
does anathematize.* / 
; I come now- to my Propoſitions, and. al- 
ert. 

I. That Athona/fus a3. ſeveral times direct! y 
affirm, that the Council of Nice did, esd in 
their ſojemit Azaibema's condemn the Ariaus 
for ſay ing that our Saviour was created; and 
put abroad Copies of thoſe Auatbema' , with 
28 of that Clauſe as loving by 

appears b che 
Paſſages in his Works. " We ey 

Hare , lays he in 
\Tiyggay xai te 
amps vow £701” 
alen, on g 
Tov 4amy © Ts Sts i 
« ſcrib'd; the Seca al ſubſerib'd to thoſe 
very words which they nom find fault with; 
© I mean, that he was from the Subſtance of 
God, and that he was conſubſtantial; and 
« that tlie Son of God is not a Ring craated, or 
* a Bring made, or one of che Beings that were 

made.“ 


+ Aud elſewhere, Py * 2 | 
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d 1% U a wry that, thy: 7. 3. 
For when they had written that, imme- 
« diately added, That the Holy and Catholick 
* Church doth anathematize thoſe that ſay the 
Son of God was made out of nothing, or 
© was created, or was mutable, or was a Bein 
made, or was of any other Subſtance, Sc. 
And again, 4 
ve i ood'&r, TY x 
A+ Jud Tim nai ot me 
Te rie z dos, The Ne wvTas N, * 
n i 2% Zu, N i; moTe 67% & pane u DD 
Mee. x 7. a. * Letthem then, as the Synod 
* enjoin'd, anathematize thoſe that ſay char he 
is a Being created, or a. Being made, &c.—For 
« on this account it was, that when the Fathers 
© had ſaid the Son was Conſubſtantial, they im 
< mediately added, that the Catholick Church 
< anathematizes thoſe that ſay he was a Being 
—_— or a Baing made; or was made out 
of nothing, or that. there WAS . a Duration 
c 9 e was not, c. 

Thi alſo appears, as to to the ſecond Part of 
this Propoſition, [viz. That he not only af. 
firm'd this himſelf, but that he publiſh*d Copies 
of the Nicene Creed, and its Anathema's, with 
the Term Created among thoſe that it con- 
demn'd :] by thoſe two Copies of them now 
extant. in his Works. + The one is in his 1 
own and his Synod's Name to the Emperor 2 
Jovian; wherein they exhort him to keep cloſe * 
to the Nicene Faith, and ſend him a Copy of 


its Creed, With its n —_— which, * 
— = mmm A 


D. 8. Ad. Afr. S. g. 898. Vid. 8. 0 7 
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in all the MSS. are theſe words, # xn5,' or 


that be was created. And that it Was ſo in 


the ancient MSS. allo, there is no doubt, fince 
(a) Theodorit has the very ſame Words in his 
Copy of that Letter to Jovian, in all his MSS. 
alſo. (b) The other is in the Name of the 
Great Euſebius, when Athanaſius publiſhed his 
Letter from that Council to his Dioceſs; where- 
in the ſame words, © lied, or that be was crea- 
ted, are found in all the Copies : And that it 
was ſo in the ancient MSS. there is no reaſon to 
doubt, ſince both Socrates and Gelaſius Cyzice- 
nus, thoſe famous Tranſcribers from, or Fol- 
lowers of Athanaſius, have the ſame words in 
their Copies of that Letter of Euſebius alſo 3. 
which, as we ſhall ſee anon, they could hard- 
ly have from any other Copy but that of Aiha- 
naſius; For as there is no other ancient Copy 
now extant from which they could have it, 
ſo have each of them on other occaſions a di- 
ſtint Copy of the Anathema's themſelves with- 
ou ic ; as we an ſee preſently. For I af- 
erte, 
II. That' tis certain. this Council did not inſert 
the word Created into thoſe Anathema's; but 
rather, by omitting it, did directly avoid its 
Condemnation. | 
| Now this Propoſition I ſhall prove, by the 
going over all the ſeveral numerous Copies and 


Accounts of thoſe Anatbema*s that have been 


obſerved in Antiquity during the entire fourth 
2 eee 0 "the Church. | 


— 


I * " 


(e) 4.D., 50, Hiſt, Beeleſ. l. 4. e. 3. p. 154. — 
Nicen. in calce, SeR. 4. p. 240. (e) Soc 

| 1. 1. c. 8. p. 25. 'Gelaſ, ap. Labb, Tom, IT. 
c. 35. þ. 256: | 
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(..) We have a true Copy of Euſebiuss Let- 
ter to his Dioceſs in (d) Theodorit; which indeed 
is the only one that is plainly diſtinct from that 
publiſh'd by Athanaſius ; and in this Copy, 
in all the MSS. theſe words are entirely want- 


ing. Now that this Copy in Theodori is the 
true one, and not that in Athanaſius, Socrates, 


and Gelaſius, we are well afſur'd by En/ebius's 


own Teſtimony in all the Copies of that Let- 


ter. For, 1. Euſebius himſelf, in the Body 
of that very Letter, goes over the ſeveral 
moſt diſputable Points which he had ſigned, 
when he ſign'd the Nicene Creed, and its Ana- 
thema; and gives his own Church the Senſe in 
which, and the Reaſons for which, he ſign'd e- 
very one of them reſpectively; but not a Syl- 
lable of this Condemnation of the term Crea- 
ted. 2. Neither he, nor indeed the Council 
of Nice could well ſign the Condemnation of 
the term Created, on any Principles of Chriſti- 
anity : eſpecially Euſebius could not, on his own 
Principles, which were to keep cloſe to the 
words of Scripture under every Article ; while 
all Chriſtians, I think, and among them our 
Euſebius, then own'd that the Scripture did 
expreſsly ſay our Saviour was created, I ſay, 


then own'd : for *cill Euſebius, about 10 Years 


after this Council, in oppoſition to Marcellus 
and Athanafius's wild Expoſition of it, as be- 
longing to the Incarnation only, mentions ano- 


ther Verſion from the Hebrew of Prov. viii. 


22, The Lord poſſeſſed me, for the Lord created 
me ; the latter Verſion appears to have been 


univerſal among all Chriſtians, and particularly 
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to have been ſo with Euſebius alſoz as we 
' ſhall prove preſently. He himſelf had juſt 
before introduc'd the parallel Scripture Ex- 
preſſion, fir/t- born of the whole Creation, into 
the Council, in that Creed which he recom- 
mended to them, and which he tells us the 
Council approv'd of. So that tis highly pro- 
bable, neither that Council, nor himſelf could, 
after this, ſign the Condemnation of the word 
created. 4. He particularly aſſures us, in all 
the Copies of his Letter, that he did not ſign 
the Condemnation of any ſuch Scripture Ex- 
preſſion, nor of this in particular, in the re- 
markable words following: As to the Ana- 
* thema's which follow this Creed, which was 
« ſet forth by the Council, we thought we 
might, without Reluctance, comply with 
them; becauſe they forbid Men to uſe un- 
« ſcriptural Expreſſions ; from whence almoſt 
all the Confuſions and Diſorders in the 
Churches have ariſen: For while no part of 
the inſpir'd Scripture makes uſe of thoſe 
« Expreſſions, He was made out of nothing, and 
« there was a Duration when he was not, or the 
© reſt that follow, it ſeem'd not reaſonable to 
« uſe them in our Diſcourſe, or our Teach- 
ing. So that if Euſebius's own expreſs words 
may be believ'd, there was no ſuch Clauſe in 
his Copy of theſe Anathema's. 5. He farther 
intimates to us, that the Expreſſions anathe- 
matiz'd, were ſuch as he had not formerly uſed, 
in the following words: Which Determination 
ve alſo agreed to, as being right in our Opi- 
nion; eſpecially when we had never accuſtom- 
© ed ourſelves before that time to make uſe of 
« thoſe Expreſſions,” Now tis plain, by ma- 
ny places in his Works, both "before and 
Ne after 


after the (e) Council of Nice ſtill extant, that 
tho' he had not us'd any of the reſt, yet that 
he had ugd the term Created; tho' he became 
more cautious as to its Uſe and Explication af- 
ter that Council; This therefore, - by theſe 
his plain Words, could not be one of thoſe 
Expreſſions condemn'd by him in the Nicene 
Anatbema*s, So that it is evident by theſe five 
Arguments, not only that Euſebius's Copy, but 
that the original Anatbema's themſelves had 
not this Clauſe; whatever Athanaſius aſſerted, 


or whatever he inſerted into his Copy of this 


Letter to the contrary. - | 
(2.) Cyril of Jeruſalem, (/) in his ordinary 
 MSS. has not the Nicene Creed at all: But in 
the two beſt MSS. of that Author, noted Roe 
and Caſaubon, own'd for ſuch by ſome of the 
beſt Judges, he has a compleat Copy of the 
fame ; and that as including the Anatbema's al- 
ſo; but ſo that they both entirely omit the 
Words before us. So that if this Creed does 
any way belong to Cyril himſelf, we have here 
a moſt antient and very authentick Eaſtern At- 
teſtation againſt the Inſertion of this Clauſe : but 
if it was added by the Tranſcribers afterwards, 
as is very probable, yet does it thence appear 
however, that when and where the Originals 
of thoſe MSS. were written, no ſuch Clauſe 
was own'd as a part of the Nicene Anatbe- 
mas. | | 
(354) Hilary of Poictiers, in his Book of 
Synodi has one entire (g) Latin Copy of the 


_— 


._ <5 * MSS. ap. Cave Hiſtor. literar. par- 
Up es, | Ps Evangl. I. 11. c. 14. b. 53- Mit. 
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Nicene Creed and Anathema's, and another in 


his Fragments, but both without this Clauſe. 
And if we remember that he wrote the former 


Book when he was in his Aſiatick Baniſhment, 


not far from Nice itſelf, where the Council 
was held, we cannot but allow theſe Copies 
to be two very authentick Eaſtern Atteſtations 
ainſt it. 0.091 
(5.) About the ſame time, (h) Lucifer of Cag- 


liari in Sardinia gives us the compleat Nicene 


Creed, with its Anatbema's, but without a 
Syllable of the Clauſe in queſtion ; and ſo is 
a valuable Weſtern Atteſtation againſt it. 


(6.) In the Copy which the Legates of the 


Macedonians ſent to (i) Pope Liberius, with their 
Subſcriptions to it, preſerved in Socrates, this 
Clauſe is alſo wholly omitted. So that we 
have here another valuable Eaſtern Copy or 
Atteſtation againſt it. ; by 

.) The Author of the () Expoſition of the 
Creed, among the Works of Athanaſius, which 
indeed ſeems rather to be a later Creed, made 


out of thoſe of Nice and Conſtantinople long 


afterwards, does alſo entirely omit the ſame 
Clauſe. So that in caſe he were really Atha- 
naſius, we ſhould have his own direct Teſtimo- 
ny againſt himſelf, as to this matter : but tho? 
that be not very ble, yet it is plainly a 
full Teſtimony of a ſtrong Athana/ian againſt 
him herein. 

(8, 9.) Baſil, () Biſhop of Cæſarea in Cappa- 
docia, has alſo two entire Copies of the Nicene 
Creed, with its Anatbema*s ; but not the leaſt 


— — — 


(b) 4. D. 360. Ad Conſtant. ſet. 84. f. 265: 
4; 4 L4c 12. 04 D: ei 


« þ. 1278, 1279. (4) A. D. 372. Op. 


om. II. Ep. 
mentioa 


[ 54 ] 
mention of the preſent Clauſe : - Theſe ate 
therefore two other moſt authentic Eaſtern 


Copies or Witneſſes * its being genu - 


ine. 
(10. )( m) Marcellus's or the Church of Ancy- 
ra's Copy, brought probably from the Council 


of Nice it ſelf, Chick is is extant in an epology 
preſented by that Church to Athanaſius, and 
Preferv'd by Epipbanius, has not this Clauſe ; 
and 2 is another eminent Eaſtern Witneſs a- 
gainſt it. 

(11, 12.) Epiphenini, (n) Biſhop of Salamis in 
Cyrus, gives us two Creeds: the former ve- 
ry like the Nicene Creed, as it was afterward 
improved by the Council of Conſtantinople ; 
with Anatbema s, like the Nicene at the end; 
the latter ſomething like that under the former 
Head, with the like Anathema*s ; in both 
which, this Clauſe is entirely omitted. So that 
here we have two other eminent Eaftern Copies 
or Witneſſes againſt it. 

(13.) Ambroſe, (o) Biſnop of Milan, has al- 
ſo an entire Copy of theſe Name Anathemd's ; 
but not a Syllable of the preſent Clauſe z who 
is therefore another noted Weſtern Evidence a- 
gainſt it. 

(14.) The unknown (p) Author of a Work, 
de Hide Orthodox4 contra Arianos, inſerted a- 
mong Nazianzen's Works, begins with the 
Nicene Creed, and its Anathema's; but wholly 
omits the Clauſe before us. 


— T — — — 


(m) 4. e Hereſ LXXII. n) A. D. 373. An- 
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(15.) Rufinus, (4) the earlieſt of the Eccleſi- 
aſtical Hiſtorians atter Euſebius, has a compleat 
Copy of the Nicene Creed, and its Anathbems's 3 
but no Sign of this Clauſe. And ſo we have 


Y another Weſtern Teſtimony that it is not genuine. 
cil Nay, we have almoſt another Teſtimony here 
— alſo, that Socrates took it into his Copy of 


Euſebius's Letter from Athanaſius; fince Rufinus, 
from whom otherwiſe fe muſt moſt probably 
have taken it, had it ndt himſelf in his Copy. 

To paſs over now Sulpitius Severus, who, in 
ſuch an Account of thoſe Opinions of Arius 
which occaſion*d the Council of Nice, as if he 
had ſome regard to theſe Anatbema's, L. II. 
p. 102. omits all mention of the term Created; 


d: which yet he would hardly have done had it 
ner been in his Copy; I proceed to my remaining 
= direct Teſtimonies, and affirm that, | 


(16, 17.) The African (r) Copy of this 
Pies Creed, and its Anatbema's, brought from the 
very Council of Nice itſelf, by Cæcilian then 
Biſhop of Carthage, and ſolemnly read in a fa- 
mous Council held at that place afterward ; 
who nay, and publickly inſerted into its Acts both in 
a Greek 'and Latin, has not a Syllable of this 

Clauſe 3 and are each of them another authen- 
rk, I tick Weſtern Copy or Teſtimony againſt it. 
Hear the ſolemn words of this Council, and the 
1 publick manner of promulgating their original 
Copy of the Nicene Creed and Canons there- 
in: Aurelius Epiſcohus dixit; Etiam que dudum 
veſtræ charitati intimuvimus, nunc patimini exem- 
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) 4. D. 400. Hiſt. Ecclef. I. 1. e. 6. p. 186. 
D. 419. Cod. Can. Afr. +: Dionyſ. Exig. 9. 
15.) 1, & ap: Bevereg. Fandect. Val. I. p. 513, 514. 
: Alabriter 
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ſalubriter à noſini deceſſoribus, ſccundum ejnſden 
Concilii formam, vel que numc d nobis ordinata 


ſunt, recitari, & geſtis inſeri. Omne Concilium 


dixit, Exemplaria Fidei, & Statuta' Nicenæ Sy- 
nodi, que ad noſtrum Cghcilium per heatæ recor- 
dationis olim predecyfſorem tuæ ſanctitati, qui 
interfuit, Cæcilianu \Epiſcopum, adlata ſunt ; 
fed & que Patres ea hrempla ſequentes, hic con- 
ſtituerunt, vel unc comſſuni tractatu ſtatuimus, 
his geſtis eccbſiaſticis tAſeria manebunt, &c. 
Aurelius the Biſhop ſaid, Permit that to be 


now done, which we formerly deſir'd of 


your Charity; I mean, that a Copy of the 
Decrees of the Council of Nice, as alſo 
what has been here prudently ordain'd by 
our Predeceſſors, or is now ordain'd by us, 
in compliance with the deſign of the ſame 
Council, berecited, and inſerted into our Acts. 
The whole Council ſaid ; Thoſe Copies of 
© the Creed, together with the Decrees of the 
© Nicene Synod, which were brought to our 
Council by Biſhop Cæcilian, your Holineſs's 
Predeceſſor of bleſſed memory, who was 
there preſent; as alſo what our Forefathers, 
in imitation of them did ordain here; and 
« what we now, after mutual deliberation, do 
« ordain, ſhall be inſerted into theſe Eccleſi- 
« aſtical Acts, and ſtand there, &c.  — 
(18. ) At the ſame Council of Carthage, () 
where the Pope of Rome had ſo early plead- 


ed a forged Canon of the Council af Nice for 


Appeals to Rome, and endeavoured to bring the 
African Churches under his power thereby; a 
folemn Meſſage was ſent to, atleaſt two of the 
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Patriarchal Churches, I mean thoſe of Conftani 


tinople and Alexandria, for authentick T'ran- 


ſcripts of the Creed and Canons of the Coun- 
cil of Nice, as they appear'd in their Archives. 
Which Churches ſoon return'd them authen- 
tick Copies; one of which at leaſt, probably 
that of Conſtantinople, is ſtill preſerv'd in the 
Acts of the forementioned Council of Carthage, 
which in this point exactly agrees with the A- 
frican Copy, brought from Nice by Cæcilian; 
and has not the Clauſe before us. So that at 
leaſt two of the moſt famous Churches of the 
World, who had each of them original Co- 
pies of the Acts of the Council of Nice, and 


one of them, probably that of Conſtantinople, 


very near Nice itſelf, where the very original 
Acts themſelves are by ſome ſaid to have been 
repoſited, are moſt plain Atteſtations againſt 
Kar. | 3 

The Records of the ſecond general Council, 
that of Conſtantinople, have no Copy of the 
Nicene Creed inſerted; and fo are unconcern'd 
in the Diſpute. Only, while the Copy of 
that very Patriarchal Church where they aſ- 
ſembled, appears not to have had this Clauſe ; 
there is no reaſon to ſuppoſe it could have been 
in the Records of that ; porter] had they con- 
tain'd a Copy of the Nicene Creed, But 
then 3 | 

(19.) In the (t) Acts of the third general 
Council, that of Epbeſus, near the middle of 
the Chriſtian World, the Nicene Creed, with 
its Anathema's, is three ſeveral times repeated, 
In all which Copies, whether in the Greek Ori- 
ginals, or Latin Verſions, this Clauſe is in- 
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tirely omitted. But becauſe two of them are 
in Cyril, their Preſident's Letters, we reckon 
but one Copy as peculiarly belonging to the 
Council, and refer the other two to Cyril him- 
ſelf under the next Head. | 

(20, 21.) Cyril of Alexandria, Preſident of 
that Council, has (u) two Copies of theſe Ana- 
thema*s, inſerted into his Works; in both 
which, this Clauſe is intirely wanting; though 
it be indeed found once in another place of his 
Works, where that Council was not concern'd: 
and that is all the proper and direct ancient 


atteſtation that is yetdiſcovered in favour of 


this Clauſe, of which more hereafter. 


(22.) (x) Sozomen, the Eccleſiaſtical Hiſto- 


rian, gives us a Copy of theſe Nicene Anathe- 
ma's; but has not a Syllable of the preſent 
Clauſe therein; and ſo is another valuable 
Eaſtern Witneſs againſt it. 

(23, 24, 25.) In the Acts (y) of the fourth 
general Council, that of Chalcedon, the Nicene 
Creed, with its Anatbema's, is three ſeveral 
times repeated: in all which Copies, whether 
in the Greek. Originals, or Latin Verſions, this 
Clauſe is intirely omitted, And theſe Copies 
are the more highly remarkable, becauſe 
belong to a Council which was held in Bithynia, 
the very Country wherein the Council of Nice 
it ſelf was celebrated; as well as becauſe they 
compleat our Evidence from general Councils, 
whole Copies as they muſt be allow'd very 
authentick, ſo do they all entirely omit the 
Clauſe before us. 


mm 


(50 4 De Excommun. & in Symbol. Niczn. 

A. D. 445 Hiſt. Eccl. I. I. c. 621. p. 43. 

(y) A. D. 451. Ap. Lab. Tom. IV. Col. 339, 342, 563, 
. 855, MMW ĩðͤ _ . 5 

| (26.) 


So VV. <> I & "XV "OS Wo "5 gn wy Oo 


1 
(26.) The ſmall (z) Treatiſe aſcrib'd to Hie- 
rom, and intitled an Explanation of the Faith 
to Cyril, begins with the Nicene Creed, and 
its Anathema's ; but intirely omits the Clauſe 
before us. f 

(27. ) Gelaſius Cyzicenus (a) himſelf, that great 
Producer of ſpurious Records, the Follower 
of Athanaſius, tho? he has the Clauſe before us 
in his Copy of Euſebius's Letter, as Athanaſius 
and Socrates had before him; yet when he elſe- 
where directly ſets down the Nicene Creed and 
Anathema*s by themſelves, he entirely omits 
it;; as if even he had never met with it in any 
diſtin& Copies. 

(28.) To conclude our Enquiries in the 
fifth Century [and *tis to little purpoſe to go 
lower] Yigilius Thapſitanus himſelf, the proba- 
ble Author of the Athanaſian Creed, in his 
Account of a pretended Diſputation of Athana- 
ſius and Arius before Probus as Judge, which 
1s printed after two Editions among the ſpuri- 
ous Works of Athanaſius, ſets down the Ni- 
cene Creed and Anathema's ; but has not in ei- 
ther Edition any ſign of this Clauſe. 

So that upon the whole, all the ancient E- 
vidence, that can be ſuppos'd, of Original Wri- 
ters, of Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtorians, of the ſtrongeſt 
Atbanaſians, of Patriarchal Churches,” of Ge- 
neral Councils, of Writers and Records in all 
Parts of the Chriſtian World, and at the neareft 
Diſtance as to Time and Place ; thoſe I mean 
which appear not to have copied from Atbana- 


us himſelf; do unanimouſly agree, that the 
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Coungil of Nice did not Anathematize thoſe that 
ſajd our Saviour was Created, 
If all this Evidence be not ſufficient to aſcer- 
train the true ſtate of the original Copy of theſe 
Analbema's of the Council of Nice, as to the 
Clauſe before us, I deſire to know, how it will 


ever be poſſible to come to any certainty in ſuch 
a caſe, As for my ſelf, I muſt profeſs, that if 
the Teſtimony of a very much ſuſpected Per- 
ſon, ſupported by only one other later Witneſs, 
who moſt probably had his Account from the 
other alſo, and who has, as it were, ſeveral times 
elſewhere diſown'd what he once ſaid on his 
fide, muſt yet be ſet againſt the Teſtimonies of 
ſuch a great number of unſuſpected Witneſſes, 
many of whom are, in reality, publick and 
numerous Bodies of the beſt qualified Perſons 
in the World; and this in a caſe where almoſt 
all theſe latter Teſtimonies are againſt the In- 
tereſt, Inclination, and Party of thoſe that bear 
witneſs ; where they ſeverally liv'd in times and 
places ſo different, as to prevent all poſſibility 
of conſpiracy together; and where the Records, 
whence theſe Teſtimonies are taken, are ſo ma- 
ny, and ſo remote from one another, and have 
ſo plainly paſs'd through the Hands of their 
own Friends and Party all along, without the 
leaſt ſuſpicion of corruption from their Ene- 
mies: If, I ſay, ſuch an almoſt ſingle and ſuſ- 
pected Perſon, witneſſing in his own cauſe, be 
not to yield to ſo very many, very certain, 
very impartial, very unanimous Witneſſes, 
almoſt all giving Teſtimony rather againſt 
themſelves, as well as directly againſt him; all 
Determinations about ſuch matters are at an 
end, and no one Perſon muſt ever be Convifed 
of Forgery any more for ever. 


Athanaſius 
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Athanaſius therefore, who affirm'd that the T. 60, 
Council did anatbematize thoſe that ſaid our 51 


Saviour was created, and who inſerted that Part 
of their Anatbematiſin into Euſebius's Copy to 
his Dioceſs, and into his own and his Coun- 
cil's Copy to Fovian, was guilty of a known and 
wilful Falſity and Interpolation in this impor- 
tant matter, and of propagating a notorious 
Forgery over the Chriſtian World. For, that 
this Interpolation and Forgery was wilful, and 
done on Purpoſe, appears; becauſe, 

(i.) This is that very ſuſpicious Term, which 
Abanaſius and his Follower Gelaſius Cyzicenus, 
have in a Copy of a Council of Alexandria's 
Cenſure upon Arius and his Followers before 
that of Nice, contrary to even Socrates's own 
Copy, atteſted to as to him by the Tripartiie 
Hiſtory, in about 50 or 60 Years after it was 
written: and ĩt cannot but be very ſuſpicious, 
that it was in both caſes a plain Interpolation 
eſpecially when we conſider, 

(2.) That Athanaſius was ſo gaul'd with, and 


.unealy at the Text, He created me, the beginning 


of his Ways, for bis Worts; that yet he io per- 
petyally interpreted it of the Son ; that he was 


| howeyer ſo obſtinately ſet againſt the admitting 


that he was created; all which his Writings 
moſt evidently and undeniably ſhew ; that he 
muſt have been under the greateſt Temptation 
Mble to inſert ſuch a Clauſe into the Ana- 
ibema's of the Council of Nice, merely to ſup- 
port himſelf in the utmoſt extremity. Nor will 
thoſe impartial Men who read his Orations a- 
_ the Arians, and obſerve that mighty 
Ineaſineſs, forc'd Conceſſion, and perfect Ob- 
ſtinacy herein mentioned, doubt of the violence 
of the Temptation he was under in this matter. 
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(3.) Athanaſius was preſent at the Council of 
Nicg; and a great Manager there; and ſo could 
ng but very well know what'it was they con- 

em*d and anathematiz'd. | 

(4.) Athanaſius, however, could not involun- 


tarily inſert this Clauſe into Euſebius's Letter; 


where, *tis plain, it really was not ; had he ever 
fo much believed that it was genuine in it ſelf, 
This was a bold Stroke with a witneſs ; not on- 
ly himſelf to impoſe on the Church, by his own 
interpolated Copy, but to make the World 
believe, that the great Euſe bius did atteſt 
to the ſame Interpolation, contrary to plain 
Fact, and the other Accounts of the ſame Eu- 
ſebius, even in Athanaſius's own Copy of that 
very Letter, 

(5.) The only Church in the Ciriſtian 
World that appears to have had this ſpurious 
Clauſe in any Copy, is that of Alexandria, 
the See of Athanaſius, as we have already ſeen, 


Which Obſervation cannot but afford great ſuſ- 


picion in this caſe. | 
So that as tis morally certain that Athanaſius 


was not unacquainted with the true Copy, ſo 


Prim, Chr. 


reviv'd. 
Vol. IV. 
Append. 
pag. 40 — 
44. 


is it almoſt as certain, that this Interpolation of 
his muſt have been voluntary. See alſo Mr. 
Whiſton's Defence of this Evidence, pag. 39, 
40, 52, =— bo, : 
VIII. Forged Miracles, and a Forged Creed 
have been aſcribed to Gregory of Neoceſarea, 
by the Albanaſians. | 
There is one God, the Father of the livin 
Word, or, of the ſubſiſting Wiſdom, an 
Power, and eternal Character, the perfect Be- 
getter of a perfect Being; the Father of the 
only begotten Son. There 1s one Lord, the 
only one from the only one; God of God ; 
, i 


the Living; the holy Fountain; Holineſs ; the 


[63 ] i 
the Character and Image of the Divinity; the Wil 
powerful Word ; the Wiſdom which contains OS 0 
the Syſtem of the World, and the Power which N 
made the whole Creation; the true Son of the ig! 
true Father; the inviſible Son of the inviſible + lj 
Father; and the incorruptible Son of the incor- 
ruptible Father; and the immortal Son of the 
immortal Father; and the eternal Son of the 
eternal Father. There is alſo one Holy Spirit, 
having his ſubſiſtence from God, and appear- 
ing by the Son, that is, to Mankind; the perfect 
Image of the perfect Son; Life; the cauſe of 


beſtower of Sanctification; in whom is mani- 
feſted God the Father, who is over all, and 
in all; and God the Son, who is through all. 
A perfect Trinity 3 not divided or alienated in 
Glory, or Eternity, or Kingdom. [ There is 
not therefore any thing created or ſervile in the 
Trinity ; nor was any thing afterward introdu- 
ced, as if it formerly were not, but had been 
brought in afterward, The Son therefore was 
never wanting to the Father ; nor the Spirit ta 
the Son: but the ſame Trinity is ever immuta- 
ble and unchangeable.] 

This laſt part is very probably thought to be 
Gregory Nyſſen's Addition, and no part of the 
original Creed it ſelf. 

N. B. This Creed, Gregory Nyſſen tells us, Nyſen. 
was delivered to Gregory Thaumaturgus in a Vi- Op. Tom. 
ſion, by John, and the Bleſſed Virgin. And tru- II. p. 977, 
ly ſome of the Articles herein contain'd, are fo == 
wholly. remote from the old Revelation given Thauma- 
us by the Almighty in the Scriptures, that there turg. 
was great occaſion for a new one. As to which 
matter, and the ſtrange Miracles aſcrib'd to this 
Gregory, who is ſuppos d to be the firſt Pub- 
liſher of this Creed, ſo different from all the 

N 3 more 
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more ancient ones, I ſhall only uſe Paul's own - 
words concerning the Wonders by which Anti- 

chriſtianiſm was to be eſtabliſhed in the World : 
Whoſe coming is after the working of Satan, with 


all power, and ſigns, and lying wwonders ; and 
with all decervableneſs of unrightebuſneſs in them 
that periſh, becauſe they received not the love of 
the truth that they might be ſaved. And for this 
cauſe God ſhall ſend them ſtrong deluſions, that 
they ſhould believe a Lye. As to myſelf; if 
the Wonders of this Gregory, or ſome of them, 
were real; yet ſtill I ſay with the ſame Apoſtle 
elſewhere : I an Angel from Heaven preach any 


other Doctrine than was firſt preached, let bim be 


accurſed, All this is ſaid upon ſuppoſition that 
Gregory did really pretend to work thoſe Mira- 
cles, and to receive this Creed from- above, 
and did deliver it to his Church as ſuch. But 
then I muſt own that I do not believe that ever 
this Gregery did pretend to work ſuch Mira- 
cles, or did hear of this Creed, for the reaſons 
following. (1.) That a Creed ſhould come in 
ſuch an extraordinary manner from Heaven, to 
a Worker of great Miracles ; and yet that the 
Church ſhould take no notice of it; nor any 
one neighbouring Church receive it; nor one 
Perſon at the Council of Nice once mention it, 
nor propoſe it to the publick ; nay, that we 
ſhould not hear a word of it 'till above a Cen- 
tury after the death of Gregory himſelf, is very 
ſtrange. (2.) Tis alſo very ſtrange that Euſe- 


 bius and Jerom in their accounts of this Grego- 


ry, ſhould not ſay a word of it; nay, ſhould 
not ſay a word of any of thoſe wonderful and 
numerous Miracles which Gregory Nyſſen, Rufi- 


nus, and Baſil himſelf, toward the latter part of 


the fourth Century, are ſo full of. I am apt 
to think, that Ferom at leaſt was not unac- 
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quainted with the common reports about the 
. Miracles of this Gregory; but look'd upon 
them as too uncertain to be ſer down in his ac- 
counts. But whether this Creed be ſo ancient 
as Euſabius, I very much queſtion : the? indeed 
it mult be as ancient as Jerom, if Nyſſen be 
the Author of Gregory's Life; and ſo his fi- 
lence in a thing of ſuch great conſequence, 
which he could nat but know, is a ſtrong Argu- 
ment againſt his belief of its Authentickneſs. 
3.) This Creed is quite different from the 
orm, Tenour, and Stile of all the other Creeds 
before it, and even of thoſe after it for a long 
time. Tis different from the Notions of his 
great Maſter Origen, nay from his own Stile 
and Notions alſo, as we ſhall ſee preſently ; 
neither does the Language of it belong to any 
Age before the fourth ; nay not to the begin- 
ning of the fourth neither; but ſeems calculated 
for the turn of Orthodoxy in the days of Baſil. 
Rufinus, and Gregory Nyſſen, when they were 
ſo miſerably put to it for ancient Authorities to 
port the Doctrines which had been ſo lately 
introduc'd. (4.) But what plainly betrays the 
whole contrivance is, that Bafl, who was born 
and brought up at Npoce/area, where Gregory had 
been Biſhop, appears never to have heard of 
it: becauſe when he had great occaſion to clear 
his own agreement with the Doctrine of Grego- 
ry, he only ſays, he kept to what he had learn- 
ed in his Childhood of his Grandmother there: 
which was, as near as her Memory could ſerye 
her, the very words of Gregory and his Doc- 
trines z but never appeals to this Creed ; which 
had been more to his purpoſe than all the reſt. 

This ſilence of Baſil makes his Brother Nyſes's 
accounts the more ſtrange and incredible ; or 
indeed makes one ſuſpect whether Myſſen was 
k really 


1661 
really the Author of thoſe accounts or not 
(5.) This Creed is till more to be ſuſpected, if 


Biſhop Bull be in the right, that it is level'd 


i- againft the Sabellign; and the Arians; ſince thoſe 
- were the two Hereſies which were charg'd up- 
on Gregory in the days of Bafil : and it ſeems 
by him as if he had us'd Expreſſions, even in 
the ſame Epiſtle to AÆlian, favouring both thoſe 
contrary Doctrines. So this Creed appear'd 
ſeaſonably to vindicate his wa" and ſe- 
cure the modern Orthodoxy. However, if 
the charge of Sabellianiſm were ill: grounded, 
as I believe it was; and as Baſil's complaint 
of the careleſſneſs of Gregory's Tranſcribers 
may afford ſome foundation to ſuppoſe; as 
however his being one of that Council that 
condemn'd the Sabellian, Paulus Samoſatenſis 
will imply: yet (6.) is it moſt plain from Ba- 
ſis own expreſs words, that Gregory was of the 
ancient or Arian Perſuaſion; and call'd our 
Saviour frequently @ Creature, xt indinue, 
and the like names. And when Biſhop Bull 
propoſes to vindicate him from this charge, he 
miſerably impoſes on his Readers. Hear Bafil's 
. own words, and then judge: However af- 
terward, when he was-perfyading an Heathen, 
he did not think it neceſſary to be exact in his 
Language; but he does ſometimes comply 
with the notions of him whom he aim'd to 
perſuade, that he might · not be tempted to 
oppoſe himſelf againſt what was for his advan- 
tage. Wherefore you will indeed find there 

many Expreſſions, which do now afford the 
greateſt ſtrength to the Hereticks; ſuch as 
the word Creature, and that of a Being Made 
by God; and the like,* kr 
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whom he owns as his great and laſt Inſtructor 
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Let Baſil or Biſhop Bull alledge what Ex- 
cuſes they pleaſe, tis plain Gregory Thaumatur- 8 
gus was Sali. | an CA bram, 


IX. The quoting of Clement of Alexan- 
dria's juvenile Writings, before he was perfect- 
ly inſtructed in Catholick Chriſtianity, inſtead 
of his elder Works, after he was fully inſtruct- 
ed, is an Impoſition of the Athana/ians. | 
The Learned are not ignorant, that Clement Orig. of 
of Alexandria, having written two Books be- the Sabel. 
fore it appears he was fully inſtructed in Ca- —— 
tholiek Chriſtianity by the famous Pantænus, 68, 69. 


and when *tis generally agreed he had been in 
part under the direction of ſome of the old 
Hereticks alſo, I mean his Admonition to the 
Gentiles, and his Pedagogue : and having writ- 
ten three Books after he had been fully inſtruct- 
4 by . 31 how his — a 
uutions, and his ſmall Enquiry, Quis Dives ſal- 
vetur 2. ¶ Vid. Strom. III. p. ov 1. cum F. 26. 
iſtius Libelli,] which, in ſome degree, are n 
to contradict the other: The Albanaſians al- 
moſt wholly take Clement's Catholick Opinions 
from his two former Treatiſes, while the three 
latter, which contain'd his real Catholick O- 
pinions, are either little uſed, or wholly 1 
ed by them as heretical, Ne : 


ante culal Kao of 4 
AN 0 „ wasg 2 


become a Monianiſt, and owned his dependance 34. 7 
on that Enthuſiaſm, about the Doctrine of the@ 
Trinity, for che Catholick Doctrine of -hiaJ6 0 


them, do, wi 


—Aeoled b 
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queritly eite Tertullian, for che Catholick Tra- 
dition concerning the grand Article of the Con- 


. 109-% a; o ſubſtantiality, even in thoſe his W᷑i wherein 
he is known to have followed the Montaniſts 
falſe Prophecies z and wherein he openly con- 
feſſes that he did ſo; nay, wherein he openly 

rofeſſes and pleads, that this "ay Do&rine, 

\ or rather Philoſophical Nati) of the Conſub- 
 ftantiality, was directly a Branch of the Monta- 

miſt Enthufiaſm.; and indeed never once pretends 
| to any higher Original for it. And this the 
Anathaſians do without all Shame or Reflection. 

I have ſome time ſinoe, my Lord, ſo fully de- 

tected this egregious Fallacy, in a particular Pam- 

| True O- phlet of my own on that head, that I venture to 
* * = "3 ſend itto your Lordſhip together with this; and 
4than, do beg your careful Peruſal of it, before you any 
Doctrines. more quote Tertullian, the Montaniſt, for an 
Evidence, that the Conſubſtantiality is a Doc- 

trine deriv'd down from Chriſt and his Apo- 
ſtles. And I fully expect, that none of the 

truly learned Albanaſi ans will quote him for 

that purpoſe hereafter, till thoſe Facts, thoſe 

evident and notorious Facts, advanc'd in that 
Pamphlet, can be diſprov'd by them. This 

laſt Inſtance is not indeed of the citation of a 
ſpurious Author, as are the foregoing s but it 


| contai 5 unfair and pernicious à practice, 
. 3 a en oder, chat I 
| Fra g LO. aa ken ere 8 lb. 
i. -.  .... ., and to give your Kerle ad and forld 1 
. gain, due caution about it. | 
=Y der “FTertullian fully and frequently allows and in · 
15 * Fg & fis, that this Hypotheſis Concerning the Pro- 


. e lation of the Son and Spirit, their Unity of Sub- 
N 9 Nance, and the Myſtery of their Oeconomy were 
. __ really and properly deriv*d, not from the Rule 
f Faith not fom the natural "—_—_— the 
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[ 69]. | 
Scriptures z' nor from any Apoſtolical Tradi- 
tion; to none of which does he once appeal 
for ſuch notions z but meerly from the Proclian 
Doctrine, and the Paraclete of Montanus. 
This is ſo important, and yet ſo obvious a Fact, 
that *tis very ſurprizing it has been ſo little ob- 
ſerv'd and conſider'd by the Moderns, either 
Athanafians or Unitarians : for if it be confeſ- 
ſed, that theſe Notions, which have made ſuch. 
a noiſe in the Church ſince the days of Tertul - 
lian, and are allow'd by all to be main parts of 
the Atbanaſian Scheme, were yet, for certain, 
originally acknowledg'd, on all hands, not to 
be the Doctrines of Chriſt, or of his Apoſtles, 
or of the Catholick Church, before the riſe of 
Montanus, but to be the proper Explication 
and Scheme of the Proclian Montaniſts, in the 
latter end of the ſecond Century, which I take 
to be the certain Truth of the Fact: they muſt 
entirely ſtand or fall with that pretended Inſpi- 
ration; and Tertullian, who gives us this ac- 
count, when he was become a Proclian Monta- 
niſt, will be ſo far from appearing to he the 
chief ſupport of the Atbanaſians, as he has hi- 
therto been, that he will, I hope, be the means 
of the utter ſubverſion of their Cauſe and He- 


' rely for ever; among all ſuch, I mean, as do 


not 'iown the real divine Inſpiration of the Mon- 
taniſ Prophets. Now in order to the perceiving 
the full force of this Demonſtration, as to the 
revival of thoſe notions ; eſpecially with rela- 
tion to Tertullian, the only ancient, true Mſonta · 
niſt Writer now extant; I would earneſtly de · 
ſire the Reader to peruſe an excellent account 
of theſe matters, which we have in that Hifto- 
ry of Mom ani ſm, which was rs ago 


the approbation of the very le 


7 
and the concurrent good opin tem- 
ed Atbanaſians themſelves, — ever heard of. 
However, if the Reader looks there, or any 
other way, into the true Story of Montaniſin, 
he will find, that it ſoon divided into ſeveral 
Sects, with notions about the Trinity very dif- 
ferent from one another; yet all pretending 
to the ſame Inſpiration from the Montaniſt Pa- 
raclete. That of theſe Sects there were chiefly 
three: the Proclian Montaniſts, whoſe Doc- 
trines we have already trac'd out of Tertullian, 
the Follower, of Proclus: the Æſcbiniſts Mon- 
taniſts, who were groſs Sabellians and Patri. 
paſſians, and accordingly were abhorr'd and 
confuted by Tertullian the Proclian himſelf: 
and the Theodetian Montaniſts, the Followers 
of Theodotus, who were rather in alliance with, 
than direct Branches of the other Mantaniſts, in 
the opinion of the learned Author before · men- 
tioned. Theſe laſt were profeſſed. Ebionites, 
or Socinians; and came to almoſt nothing much 
ſooner than the other two: as did the M{chini/ts 
next, atleaſt as a diſtinct Branch of Monta- 
iſn ; While Proclus's Scheme, which was not 
ſo wild and extravagant as the other, -had bet- 
ter ſucceſs; and after a ſtate of more obſcuri- 
ty, wasſo dreſs'd up by ' Athanaſius and his Fol- 
lowers, in oppoſition to the Ariam of the 
fourth Century, that it ſtarted up as the real 
— — * the moſt famous and moſt 
laſting Hereſy that ever was: and by chang 
its Name of the Myſtery of the — 
the Proclians called ĩt, into the Myſtery of the 
Trinity, does ſtill, both in our Pulpits, our 
Creeds, our Articles, and our TAY. Worlhip, 
RJ enge tg it ſelf the Name of Ortho- 
Brorulus, or Proclus himſelf, the 
Lee Aur of hy Auen of the Oeco- 


nomy 


( 71 ] 
nomy, who ſeems to have been no other than an 
honeſt and good Man ; and no farther culpable, 
than as he raſhly and weakly gave himſelf up 
to the Montaniſt Enthuſiaſm ; our Tertullian, 
when he was become his Diſciple, not only 
compares him with thoſe great Men, Juſtin 
=— Miltiades, and Jrenæus, but calls him, 
Our Proculus ; and ſays, He is the Honour of Advert. 
old Virginity, and of Chriſtian Eloquence; whom Valentis. 
be defires to copy after bimſelf, in all bis Wri- 5. 5- 
tings, Now what Proclus's notions were about 
the Trinity, we have already ſeen from this his 
Scholar Tertullian, who alſo ſeems to deſerve - 
much the ſame Character with his Friend Pro- 
clus ; but that thoſe Notions were owned to 
be properly derived from the Montaniſt Pro- 
zhets and Paraclete, is what I am here to prove. 
ow this is ſo evident from a great many Paſſa- 
ges already quoted out of the ſame Tertullian, 
that any one may readily obſerve it. Thus 
when he recites the Rule of Faith it ſelf,” after 
he was a Montaniſt, and was aware, that the 
Myſtery of the Oeconomy, or Trinity, of which 
he was treating, was not there directly expreſ- 
ſed; he prefaces his Argument with this Plea, 
that he was now better inſtructed by the Paraclete 
of Montanus, the Leader into the Truth, than 
formerly; and in particular, as to that Diſpen- 
ſation which the Montaniſts call'd the Oeconomy. 
Soon after which Tertullian confeſſes openly, 
That all the fimpler Sort, that he might not call 
them imprudent and childiſh, and which he takes 
to be ſtill-the greateſt part of the faithful, could 
not underſtand, or admit of this Oeconomy 3 
but were mightily affrighted at it ; as contrary 
to their Rule of Faith it ſelf, and implying a 
diviſion in the Unity of God. They told him, 
as he had formerly been for Dizhei/m ; ſo _ 
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he was become a thyrough Montaniſt, he was 


for Tritbeiſm. While were reſolved to hold 

_ faſt che plain Doctrine of One God, without a- 
ny ſuch ſtrange Oeconomy as he ſpake of. He 
acknowledges, that this greateſt par of the 
Faibful inſiſted upon a direct Monarchy ; or 
the Dominion of One oniy Gad the Faiber, in 
the moſt obvious ſenſe: that neither the Greet, 
nor Latins would underſtand, or admit this new 
and ſtrange Oeconomy; but fil} held faſt the 
plain old Doctrine of the Monarchy, He 
complains of ſome afterward, who -were ſo 
ſample and perverſe, that they thought his 
Scheme implied a diverſity, inconſiſtent with 
che known Unity of God; and, as he ſpeaks, 
fatier d the Monarchy, in oppoſition to the Oe- 
o in. His Adverſaries preſſed him to own 
directly, at leaſt -o Gods, and #wo Lords, or to 
profeſs Dicheiſm openly ; fince they took that 
to be the real meaning of his Principles for ſome 
time; as they took his preſent Principles to be 
plainly for Trisbeiſm. His Anſwer is, That 
2 having looked into the times and cauſes of 
_ the Scripture Language about the Unity of 
God] eſpecially fince he bad been the Diſciple of 
© the Paraclete, and not of Men ; he did pro- 
« feſs the divine Perſons to be #v0, the Father 
s and Son; and that nom, or ſince he was be- 
© come a compleat Montaniſt, he pro feſſed 
them to be Three ; or that the Holy Spirit 
s was alſo to be taken into this Ocaonamy 
« {which it is evident he never durſt aſſirm be- 
fore] he thinks he need not now ſcrupie 
© [nec dubitauerim] to own, what the Para- 
* iclete bad directly taught, That the Son and 
Spirit were Pro{ations from the Father; and 
that all three might therefore be defarib'd 
© and«denominated a . 
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e Term -Prolation the Root, a Branch, 
the Fruit; the Fhuntæin, a River, a Rivu- 
6 3 the Hun, a. Ray, a Ponicil,* "To con- 
clade 3 Tertullian, betore he ends his Book a- 
gainſt Praxeas, left perchance we ſhould. miſ- 
take him in this Point, and imagine that by 
this Paraclete, to whoſe Inſpirations he had all 
along aſcrib*d this diſcovery of the Myſtery of 
the Oeconomy, he might poſſibly mean the Ho- 
ly Spirit himſelf, or. the true Chriſtian Para- 
clete, as inſpiring the Apoſtles z he takes care 
to let us know his-true meaning to the contra- 
ry, viz, that it was the Paraclete of Monta- 
nus whom he appeaPd. to, or one not yet ad- 
mitted by any but a few of his Friends; and 
that it was a New Di ion, in theſe very 
words; with which I ſhall conclude-this remae- 
kable Obſervation : Nie interim acteptum d Pa- 
tre mitnus efudit, Spiritum ſangtum ; fertium no- 
men Divinitatis, & teriium gradum Majeſtatts, 
unius Predicatorem yg * & Octoma- 


ſanto, | Chriſftionuns 
The Son poured out that gift which he bad * 
ceived ſrom the Father, the boly Spit iu, the thipd 
name of the Divinity, and the third degree of Ma- 
y, the Preathdr of one Monarc by ; but withal 

* Interpreter of the Oeconomy; if any one- will 
admit of the Expoſitions of bis new Prophetick 
ion ; and. the leader into all that Frutb 
which ir in the Father, and Son, and Holy Spi- 
Fits, according o the Chriſtian Sacrament. | » 

N. B. That this laſt obſcrvation'isTertain neg nr 
and deeretoty, will farther appear by the fa. Fid. Ni- 
mous Biſfop Buls weak: Anſwers to ſuch a = 3 


„ as _ when — * 


4 ' 
+: | 


Jl 
ped ſome words about it: he anſwers, (1.) 
© That the earlier Catholick Writers did all 


on the Conſubſtantiality ; while be cannot 

© prove it of any one of them. (2.) That 
Fertullian had declar'd his opinion for this 
Conſubſiantiality moſt plainly in his Writings 


© before; as well as aſter he turn'd Montaniſt, as 


|  < all who had read him knew, and the Places 


* bimſelf had cited declar d: while not one of 
even his own Citations from Tertullian for that 


Doctrine, are taken out of mer thoſe: Books 


which he wrote while he was a 


That Tertullian himſelf expreſsly declares, 
after he was become a Montaniſt, that he had 


© always had the ſame opinion of- the Conſub- 


© ftantial Trinity which he had at that time:“ 


for which there is no colour in the Paſſage he 
cites, and which I have fully demonſtrated to 
be directly otherwiſe. Nor can the Biſhop 


bear with this his otherwiſe great Friend Ter- 
tullian, even upon the Suppoſition that he 


only glories, that he was more aſſured of the 


Doctrine of the Conſubſtamial Trinity by the 


Montaniſt Revelation than he otherwiſe had 


been; [ſo far he confeſſes his words do cer - 
tainly extend: ] and ſays this Glorying of 
Tertullian is very ridiculous in him. As if Ter- 
tullian did not beſt know how he came by that 
Doctrine; or it were ridiculous in him to glory 


in what he really believ'd to be a Divine Re- 


velation. Such are the Reaſonings of the moſt 
learned A/hanafians: and ſo unhappy are thoſe, 


otherwiſe great and good Men, who having 
ſuck*d in certain Heretical Doctrines from 


their Childhood, as principal parts of thicir 


| | Religion, are never able to open their Eyes to 


ſee the plaineſt and moſt convincing Evidence in 
 _. the World, when it is againſt them. 
W. One of y 
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XI.. Tis a groſs Impoſition the Athanafians. 
have put upon the Church, when they pretend 
that the Council of Nice were Athanafians:; in 
oppoſition to the ſtrongeſt evidence, and to all 
the original Records belonging to that Council. 
This has been demonſtrated at large by Mr. 
Mbiſton, in a Tract by it ſelf, the firſ# of his 
ibree Eſſays, intitled, The Council of Nice vin- 
dicated from the Athanaſian Hereſy, pag. 3— 
28-; and is throughly confirmed by the Pro- 
duction of all thoſe original Records, which 
belong to that Council themſelves, in the /e- 


_ cond of thoſe Eſſays; intitled, 4 Colleftion of 


208 — 248. where all inquiſitive Perſons may 


receive abundant ſatisfaction. © * 


XII. The aſcribing the three Creeds now 
current, to the Apoſtles, to the Council of 
Nice, and to Atbanaſius, is an Atbanaſian Im- 
poſition. How long, and with what venera- 
tion have the late Antichriſtian Times received 
theſe three Creeds l on account of the Apo- 
ſtolical Authority belonging to the firſt; of 
the Authority of the firſt general Council, ſo eſ- 
teemed, or that of Nice, for the ſecond ; and 
on account of the great Name of Athanaſtus 
in all theſe latter Ages, for the third. Yet is 
not that imperfect Epitome of the Apoſtles 
own Baptiſmal Creed, which we call the Apo- 


files Creed, to be traced nearer to the days of 


the Apoſtles, than the end of the fourth Centu- 
ry. That we call the. Nicene Creed, is rather 
to be called the Conſtantinopolitan Creed; as ad- 
mitting the additions made to the Nicene Creed 
about the Holy Spirit, at the ſecond general 
Council, that of Conſtantinople, 56 years d 

dhe 


wmlvely,Y becwmne a tv 


gave wp y . 


Cave Hi- 


ſtor. Lite- be denied, that Ruffinus, in tranſlating the 


rar. in 
Ruffin, 


one ſo much as gueſs, which 


In Origen. 


| [ 76 ] 
the Council of Nice.  {thanafiu's Creed, as © 
our xxxix Articles call it 3 or that commonly 
called Athanaſiu#s Creed, as our Liturgy ſtiles 
it, was made 100, or 200, or 300, or perhaps 
400 years after Atbanoſiuswas dead, by an un- 
known Perſon ; and was brought into publick 
uſe, about A. D. 1000, under the utmoſt 
darkneſs and ignorance of Popery. All whick 
Facts are too well known among the Jearned 
to bear any queſtion or difputation in the 
world, See Mr. Whiſton's Table of the An- 
cient Creeds z and Dr. Cave in Athanaſius. - 


XIII. Ruffinus's corruption of the Works 
of Origen and others in his Tranflations, is 
an intolerable Impoſition of an Athanaſian. 
Where are alſo other Inſtances of the like cor- 


ruption of other Athana/ians alſo. 


Hear the very learned Dr. Cave in this Caſe. 
In the mean time, ſays Dr. Cave, it cannot 


Writings of others out of the Greek Language, 
has generally done it moſt unfaithfully; by 
changing, and curtailing, and adding, till they 
ſeem rather to be novel Works of his own, 
than thoſe of other Authors. Nor can any 
parts belong to 
Ruffinus, and which to the Author himſelf. 
The Books of Origen aw} axdvare extant in 
the Latin Edition of his Works, of Ruffinus's 
Verſipn; which was made moſt unfaithfully, 
by omiſſion of much, and much interpolation, 
and change for the better ; as Ruffinus himſelf 
does not deny. Ruffinus took the ſame courſe 
in his Tranſlations of the reſt of Origen's 
Works; inſomuch, that the real opinion of 
Origen cannot, without the utmoſt difficulty 
nay ſometimes cannot at all be diſtinguiſhed 
b 4 Jy IP „ om 
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geniana, ee Ferom's own confutation of Ruffi- 
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[1] 
kom che nfairdiul Teagſlator's Additions, O- 
miſhons, and Interpolations. Whence it was, | 
that Ferom' made a new Verſion of theſe Books | [| 
riß AN that he might detect the errors of | 
Origen and the fraud of Rufſinus before the All 
And of Ruffinuss Tranſlation of Origen's 1; 
Comment on the Epiſtle to the Romans, the 
ſame Dr. Cave ſays,' That Ruffinus tranſlated 
Origen's Comment on this Epiſtle into Latin 
moſt unfaithfally : that he miſerably interpola- 
ted it, abridg?d x, and reduced it to about 
one half; and with great cunning and knavery 
aſcribed che Tranſlation to: Ferom. But of 
this whole matter, beſides the occaſional ac- 
counts of the very learned Huetius, in his Ori- 


1us's Verſion of the Books ave: dex», and Ruffi- 
nus's own Confeſſions of his knavery, at the 
end of Mr. Mbiſton's Reply to the Earl of 
Nottingham ; pag. 4 —64. I only add here 
a confeſſion of Ferom 's, as to his own unfaith- 
fulneſs alſo, as well as the unfaithfulneſs of 
other Atbanaſians, in their Tranſlations of 
ancient Authors, out of the collection there 
ſet dewn ; which is in the following words, 

That the Reader may ſee War a ſmall degree Pay. 49. 
of Integrity, not this Ruffinus only, but Ferom, 50. 
and ethers of the Athanafans of the fourth 
Century were content with, in the Tranſlations 
and Citations made from thoſe moſt learn- 
ed Zuſebians, Origen/ and Euſebius, take Je- 
rom's own Confeſſion in theſe words z C. 
0 8 fx Ferom, 1 _ tranſlate}; x 
what is good; and either cut off, or amend- | 
ed, or paſs d over in ſilence what is bad inf Gown 
«* Origen, Why am I to be blamed? while by 
my means, the Zajins\arc partakers of what 
. i Yo Ly 13 


. 135 


» * 4 . 


„ Ile 
« ix Bod is him, and ignorabt)6f what in bag. 
If this be a Crime, let rilary the Confeſſor 
be blamed ; who tranſlated the Expoſition 
of the Pſalms and Hqmilies on Fob out of 
* his Books, that is, out of Greet into Latin, 
Let his brother Conſeſſor Euſebius of Vercel- 
la be looked upon as in the ſame fault, who 
6 ä the Commentaries of an Heretick 
3 — ebius of Cgſarea] upon the whole Book 

alms i our Language; altho* he 
omitted the Heretical Doctrines, and only 
« tranſlated all that was good. I fay nothing 
© of Victorinus of Poitiers, and 4 ay 3 Who 
followed Origen in his expoſition of 
« Scriptyfe, and / tran him Py: 
< leſt J/appear rather to collect names equa 
criminal, than to defend . ſelf from — 
an evil imputation.* 


XIV. Pretences to the —.— Writers 
againſt the general Confeſſion of the moſt learn- 
ed Atbanaſians themſelves, both ancient and 


modern, are a notorious Atbanaſian Impoſi- 


tion. 
Theſe Confeſſions have been produced by 


Mr. Whiſton at large, at the end of his Reply 


to che late Earl of Nottingham, pag. 41—89 


T 


of Hippo, Anaſtaſius of Rome, Fuſti 


and contain the Confeſſions of Marcellus, A- 
thanaſius, Baſil, Nazianzen, Epiphanius, Ruff- 
nus, Ferom, Theophilus of Alexandria, Auguſiin 
inian the Em- 
, Photius, Ellies Du Pin, Lord Falkland, 
inal Perron, Mr, Chi th, Cardinal 


—— Biſhop Fiſber, Petavius, Huetius, 


Valeſius, — Mr. Spencer, Cardinal 
Baronius, Fanſenius, Biſhop Bull, the Author 
of the Hiſtory of Montaniſm, Dr. Knight, and 


. Jurieu, concerning this matter: to 
; which 


[79] 
which I refer the inquiſitive. Reader. Only 

there is ſo very remarkable a Confeflion! of 
Nazianzen's there added in a Poſtſcript, that I 

cannot void ſetting it down here by it ſelf; 

in. for the Reader's immediate and Satis- 

el- faction. o NIEL Sh 

ho This Nazianzen was ſirnamed The Divine. Reply to 
ck He was, in the opinion of Philoftorgiys the A. the E. of 
ok I rian, one of the three Abanaſianꝭ, in compari- SY y”-m_ 


he ſon of whom Athanaſius himſelf was but a Child: Philos 
ly nd in the Accounts of Ruffinus the Athaniafian,: p. 283. 
ng One that had obtained that reputation with Ce 
ho © God, and the Churches of God, that whoever Nazien- 
of © was hardy enough to oppoſe his Doctrine in zen. 
y3 any point, was thereby convicted as an Here- 
I tick. It being, in Ruffinus's Age, a clear 
— * and an adjudg d Caſe, that he who did not 

agree with this Gregory in his Faith, could 

not be Orthodox. Hear therefore this moſt 
ers eminent Atbanaſian's open Confeſſion about the 
rn- Wl © firſt-publick Proſeſſion of the Albanaſian 
ind Doctrine of the Trinity. x. 
‚ſi- N i Jan N 114 » V 4 5% ow 
ky  Nazranzen's Confeſſion.  _ 
ply il © HEN all other Chriſtians whoſoe- 
93 © ver were divided into three Par- Gp. p. 
A- ties; and when there were many that were 394. 
- Fra about the Son, and more about the 
Ain © Holy Spirit; (where to be only le im pious 
5 - i © wav eſteemed Piety e) and but bo that were 
nd, Ml © ſound in both Articles, Athanaſius was the 
inal Wl © FirsT, and almoſt Ont y Perſon that was | 
ins, bold enough to profeſs this Truth, plainly 4 D. 363. 
inal and expreſly in writing, that the Drvinrry 
hor and SunsT ANCE of the THREE were Ons. 
and And what had obtained the Sanction of a 

to 


great number of Fathers, as to the Sor, 


before; 


L %% 
e ſabe; [at the õ ynod of Ms) inorwo lde deen, 
He VERDD BY tern Ar io ap- 
© TERMAÞD, concerring the Holy Spirit; and 
© prcfenyed it as a truly royal and magnificent 
Gift to the Emperor ¶ Jovian.] Vide Thee 
© dorit. Hiſt. Eccl. IV. 3. p. 131. 1 
N. B. As this Confeſſion of Athanaſius's, 
ſent to Jovian the Emperor, A. D. 363. and 
which contain d the Nicene Creed, with his own 
explications and improvements, was the jr} 
publick or ſynodical declaration of the Divini- 
iy of the Holy Spirit that is extant, as Petaviu 
truly obſerves: So does Aibanafinss': Treatiſe 
upon Matt. xi. 22. written ſome time bo fore 
A. D. 343. ſeem to have been the very ff 
Book in which he more privately declared his 
own Doctrine to the ſame purpoſe; and to 
which he added a y; including the Ho- 
ly Spirit alſot For as he was himſelf plainly an 
Euſebian, before the Arian Controverſy began, 
Ancien as I have elſewhere proved, from his two car. 
Manu. p. jeſt and beſt Treatiſes'z ſo have we a good 
776. ꝗ cal later another original and genuine Creed, or 
Op. P-99- largenexpaſition. of the NM Faith of hi 
" againſt the Arians, ſtill extant: whereby it 
pPlwKhainly appears that Athana ſius and the Coun 
cCeil of Nize had then no notion at all of either 
the Diviai, Confibſtanttality, Coemuality, ot 
Cotternity of the Holy Spirit; nor of any di- 
vine Worſeip' or Doxology, which was due to 
him. For how large and full ſoever that Ex. 
Poſition be, as to the Son; what is' ſaid con: 
cerning the Holy Spirit, is hut this: Ni libewiſ 
| believe inthe Holy Spirit; which ſearchtth al 
Things, even the deep Things'of God. But 
the Holy Spirit being a _—— from thr Fa. 
ther, is always in tie Hands of 'the' Father, wh 
ſends bim , and of the Son, who brars _ 


* 
% 
. 
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whom be filled [or fulfilled} all Things. And 

where the . Doxology is but this: by the Son, 

Glory, Power, and Majeſty was to the Father, 

before all Ages; and ſhall be to all Ages of Ages. 

Amen, . No part of which Faith or Doxology is 

contradicted by any Euſebian whomſoever. 80 

that, upon the whole, tis very clear, that I 

have ju ] y render*d the words above, £1AGVSUG- 

da deres, diſcover'd by Inſpiration afterward 

and that Athanaſius did not profeſs himſelf a 

proper Montaniſtor Albanaſian, or Trinitarian at 

the ſooneſt, till about 16 or 17 Years after the 

Council of Nice; and did not publickly or ſyno- 

dically declare himſelf to be fo, till 38 Years 

after that Council. See Origin of the Sabellian 

and Athanaſian Doctrines, p.91, 92. . 

This late Original of the open Declaration 

of the Atbanafians, as to the Divinity of the 

Holy Spirit, is alſo moſt evident in the ſame 

Nazianzen's Funeral Oration upon Baſil tbe Orat. xx. 

Creat; where he. excuſes Baſil for not daring p. 364, 

to call the Holy Ghoſt God; becauſe, as he 365. 

tells us, his Enemies ſought to catch this. plain 

word out of his mouth, concerning the Holy Ghoſt, 

that be was God, —that they might procure his 

and his Theological Tongue s baniſhment out of the 

City. Nay, this Baſil was then ſo afraid to own 

that Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt directly and 

publickly, that he was once obliged to declare 

openly, that be. was not God bimſeif, but the Spi- O Tom: 

rit of. God: altho* Nazianzen farther informs . Orat. in 

us in the ſame Funeral Oration, that Bafil plain · S. Baptiſm. 

ly acknowledged that Divinity to private En- P. 511. 

2 nay, altho' he aſſures us there, that 
;fil. uſed an horrid and unuſual Imprecation 

upon himſelf, in his ,own- preſence, to af+ 

ſure bim that his Doctrine was Orthodox in 

that point, viz. He NS; might Jail fron 
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the Spirit, i be did not wor ſhip the Spirit as 
Conſubſtantial, and wortby of equal Honour with 
the Father and Son. All which Caution or Pre- 


varication, call it which you pleaſe, that forbad 


Bafil to loſe his Biſhoprick, and permit one 
whom he thought an Hererick to get into it, 
for the uſe of a « fog le word, [the word God] 
to the damage of the e Cauſe, is juſti- 
fied by Nazianzen ; not only as prudential 
Time- Jerving but as coming like that of A. 
thana 7 Jun Aver before, from the very Spi. 
rit of God N hv xaveys hie fu 1 
Seuler.] 

To 26 Confeſſions may well be added the 
publick Confeſſions or Profeſfions of not a few 
of the learned even in this who were 
brought up Athanafians 3 and ſome of them 
had been zealous for the Aibanafian Doctrine, 
who yet, when they came afterwards coolly and 
throughiy to examine it, were forced, 
convictions of their own Confciences, to 


it, and to own the Euſebian Doctrines to be 


either very nearly or exactly the true Doctrines 
of Chriftanity : and this ſometimes to the ha- 
zard or even loſs of their preſent 

and the cutting off their hopes Bs other 
preferments in the Church. A theſe, we 
may reckon Sir Iſaac Newton, Mr. Mr. 
Endyn, Mr. Whifton, Dr. Clarke, Mr. Fackſon, 
Mr. Pierce, Ec. and eſpecially che learned and 
pious Dr. Whithy ; who, Ache he had, both in 
a diſtinct Treatiſe, and in many places of his 
Commentaries on the New Teſtament, written 
vehemently againſt that Doctrine, un- 
der the notion of Arianiſm, was at laſt fo 
chroughly convinc'd of his error, that he has 
fince written more than one Treatiſe on the o- 
ther ſide: and hath in the 2 
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and ſincere manner, confeſſed and lamented his 
former miſtakes, and confuted his former erro- 
neous interpretations of feveral Texts of the 
New Teſtament thereto belonging. Hear ſome. 
of his own words on this Ws 

Truly I am not aſhamed [theſe are the Doc- 1 
tor's own w 
That an ex | 
© often produce Conviction, that thoſe things 
* which we once judged to be right, are, 
* after a more diligent wy into T | 
found to be far otherwiſe :? and that This is 
my very Caſe. For when I wrote my Commen- 
taries on the New Teſtament, I went on, [too 
haſtily, I own] in the common beaten road of 
other reputed Qr/bodox Divines : conceiving firſt 
that the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, in one 
complex notion, were one and the ſame, God, 
by virtue of the ſame individual eſſence com- 
municated from the Father. This confu- 
ſed notion I am now fully convinced, by the 
Arguments I have offered here, and in the ſe- 
cond part of my Reply to Dr. Waterland, to 
be a thing impeſable, and full of groſs Abfurdi- 
ties and Contradittions. 

And this my Reira4aition, or change of m 
Opinion, after all my former endeavours to aſ- 
ſert and eftabliſh a contrary Doctrine, deſerves 
the more to be conſidered, becauſe it proceeds, 
(and indeed can proceed) from me for no other 
reaſon, but purely from the ſtrong and irre ſiſti- 
ble convictions, which are now upon me, that 
I was miſtaken. Nothing, I ſay, but the love of 
Truth can be ſuppoſed to extort ſuch a Retrac- 
tation from me; who having lived beyond the 
common period of life, can have nothing elſe 
to do, but to prepare for my great change; 
and in order . to make my peace with 

2 


God 


to ſay with Tuſtin Martyr, Thoughts. 
Scrutiny . into things doth Preface. 


| 


. ? 
God and my own Conſcience before I'die. To 
this purpoſe, I folemnly appeal to the Searcher 


of Hearts, and call God to witneſs, whether I 
have baſtily or raſhly departed from the com- 


mon opinion; or rather, whether I have not 


deliberately and calmly weighed the Arguments 


on both ſides, drawn from Scripture and Anti- 
quity. As J have no views for this World, ſo 
it cannot be imagined, that the motives drawn 
from Intereſt, Ambition, or ſecular Glory can 
have any place with me. Or if I had, neither 
can it be imagined, that I would chooſe to diſ- 
ſent from the received opinion; the maintainers 
whereof are they who graſp Honours and Pre- 
ferments ; and think they have the beſt title 
to thoſe advantages. So that, upon the whole, 
if I have erred in changing my opinion, I deſire 
it may be obſerved, that my error hath neither 
prejudice nor ſecular views to ſupport it: and 
that my miſtake, [if ſuch it will be reputed, 
hath been all along attended with conſtant 
Prayers to the Throne of Grace, and what 


hath: alway appeared to me to be the ſtrongeſt. 


Reaſon, and moſt undeniable Evidence. 


XV. Pretences that even Origen and Euſe- 
bius were themſelves on the Athanafian ide, a- 
gainſt the ſtill more genera] Confeſſion of all 


che paſt Ages: a moſt groſs Aibanafian Impo- 


ſition. - 


As to theſe two moſt learned Perſons opini- 


ons for the Eyſebians} and againſt the Mbana- 
fians, I beg of the Reader, beſides no ſmall 
rt of the foregoing Confeſſions, to peruſe 
he moſt accurate accounts of Origen's opini- 
ons about the Trinity, in Huetius*s Origeniana, 
pag. 30——64 : Mr. LeClerc's Diſſertation a- 
gainſt Dr. Cave, about the Arianiſm of . 
2 b — s N 
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. 
bins: and Monifaucon's Præliminaria to Euſehis 


1s Commentary on the P/alms: Chap. vi. 
pag. 15——29. And if theſe cannot ſatisfy 
him, I deſpair to give him farther ſatisfac- 
tion. Te 


XVI. Pretences that the Antenicene Writers 
believed the real Coeternity of the Son and 
Holy Ghoſt with the Father; and the real e- 
ternal Generation of the Son, and eternal 
Proceſſion of the Holy Ghoſt ; contrary to the 


ſtrongeſt evidence to the contrary, are Arhana- 
ſian Impoſitions. 


Soon after the days of Fuftin Martyr; (ſays pr; 
Mr. Whiſton) if not alſo before, ſome Philos. 1 
phers among Chriſtians broach'd a notion, a Vol. IV. 
unintelligible notion, which has perplex'd P. 128. 
Chriſtianity ever ſince: viz. that, altho* the * 


Son of God was really produced or begotten, 
as a proper, diſtinct. active Being, or Perſon, a 
little before the Creation of the Univerſe ; yet 
had he a metaphy/ick Exiſtence before: that he 
was from all eternity, with, or in God his Father, 
6) 4 or z, Aouexy Surdua. AS idiademy iy 
Keely Ow, implanted in the Heart of God, 
as an Attribute, the ovgia and Ae, the wi/- 
and reaſon of his Father; or at leaſt in 
ſome ſuch ſecret metaphyſical manner, as th 
firſt Chriſtians do not appear to have dream? 
of z and which ſeems utterly incomprehenſible 
by human Underſtanding. This metaphyſick 
Eternity prevailed fo, that it was eſtabliſhed 
at the Council of Nice: and thoſe who could 


not be perſuaded to mix ſuch ſtrange Philoſo- 


phical Subtilties with the ſimplicity of their 
Chriſtian Faith, were condemned in part for 


-not embracing it. After that Age this notion 
went on ſo current, and with ſuch Improve- 


ments, 
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ments, that it came at length to the belief of 


his real Coeternity with his Father, by a real 
eternal Generation: altho* not one of the moſt 
ancient Chriſtians appears once to have heard 
of ſuch a notion; nor does the Phraſe, eternal 


Generation ſeem in the leaſt intelligible by 


Mankind, But farther, ſo intolerabiy do mo- 


dern Writers of Controverfy impoſe upon the 


Chriſtian World, that we have been long made 


to believe, that the Council of Nice eſtabliſhed 


this real Caeternity, and eternal Generation : 
whereas all the original Teſtimonies aſſure us, 
it was only this metapbyſick Eternity, before bis 
Generation; and not a real Eternity of Exiſtence 
after it, which was eſtabliſhed at that Council. 
And I cannot but ſtand amazed, that ſo learn- 
td a Perſon as Biſhop Bull, ſhould ſo impoſe 
upon himſelf and others in this matter. For 
as to the Council itſelf, its words about this 
matter are theſe: Thoſe that ſay, that he 
* once was not; and that he was not before he 
© was begotten ; and that he was made out of 
nothing; thoſe the Catholick and Apoſtolick 
© Church anathematizes.* Whence tis plain, 
that they only condemned thoſe, who affirmed 
that our Saviour had zo maxner of eternal exiſt- 


ence in God before his Generation; but at the 


time of his Generation, before the World, was 
then really, as a meer Creature, d en- 
tirely T n wJwv, out of nothing. The Council 


itſelt, jointly with the Arians, ' owning, that 


he was begatten, or became a diſtin active 
Perſon, and the Son of God, a little before 
the Creation of the Univerſe, and not ſooner 
according to the common Doctrine ſince the 
days of Tatian; while the Aibanaftans allerted 
a prior metaphyjick eternity, and the Arians de- 
nied it, This is molt fully — 

y 
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de brought to confeſs ; Mr. I biſton has fully 
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OE , 
| authentick Account of this mat- 
fer 3 I mean in Euſebius's famous Letter, intire- gee Anci- 
extant 3 in Arbanaſins, Theodorit, and Gela ent Mouu- 
Cyzicenus ; and part of this very Account ments. | 
twice alfo refer'd to elſewhere by Atbanaſius F995 
himfelf. Take the whole Paſſage thus: And 

© further, the Anatbema denounc'd againſt ſuch 

* as fay, He was not before he was begotten, 

did not a unreafonable : fince *tis con- 

feſs'd by all, that he was the Son of God, e- 

« yen before his Generation according to the 
'« Fleſh. Nay, beſides this, our Emperor, 

* moſt beloved of God, confirm'd by reaſon, 

that even as to his divine Generation, he was 

before all Ages: ſeeing that before he was 
actually begotten, he was potentially in 

his Father, when not yet begotten. The 
Father being always a Father; as he was al- 

< ways a King, and a Saviour, and every 

thing potentially: being always thus inva- 

© riably and unalterably the ſame.* 

And that the ancient Chriſtians fully allow*d Reply ta 

that our Saviour was begotten voluntarily, by the the E. of 
Father, which the Arbanaſians hardly ever can N P. 28. 


= „ 


demonſtrated from the Teſtimony ofthe Apoſtles 
themſelves in their Conſtitutions ; of Ignatius, of 
the Author of the Recognitions of Clement, of 
Ain ' Martyr, of Tatian, of Tertullian, of 
ovatian, of Laffentius, of Euſebius, and of the 
Presbyters and Deaconsof Alexandria. As alſo 
he has demonſtrated that he was created, from the 
Teftimony of Solomon in the Old Teſtament, as 

the Chriſtian Revelation; and conti- 
nurd by the Father of Sirach, and Philo the Jet, 
to the Writers of the New Teſtament, Peter, 
Paul, Fobn, Hermas, the Apoſtles in general, in 
their itutions, all theſe in or before the firſt 

Century, 
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Century. Thence the ſame. evidence paſles 
down to Ignatius, to the Author of the Recog- 
nitians of Clement, to Juſtin Martyr,  Melito, - 
 Tatian, and Athenagoras, in the ſecond Century : 
and from all theſe it comes down to Clement of 
Alexandria, Tertullian, Origen, Gregory of Neo- 
cæſarea, Novatian, Cyprian, Dionyſius of Alex- 
andria, Theognoſtus, and Methodins, in the third 
Century: to Lactantius, and Euſebius, and to 
the Mexandrian Presbyters and Deacons, nay 
even to Atbanaſius himſelf, in the former part 
of the fourth Century : and this, ſo far as we 
know, without any Perſons excepting againſt 
the word created as improper till Athanaſius : 
without any one's aſſerting that the Son was 
uncreated, till he did it; and with the direct 
aſſertion of ſeveral that he was a Creature, a 
Being made by the Father, tho' vaſtly ſu- 
2 to all other Creatures or Beings made by 
him. 578 i | 


XVII. A Pretence that the Paſtnicene Wri- 
ters, who believed the Conſubſtantiality of the 
Son, underſtood it of a numerical Conſubſtanti- 
ality; that the three Perſons were one indivi- 
dual Being or Subſtance 3 and not of a ſpecifical 
Conſubſtantiality, as three Angels, or three 
Men are exactly alike one another; and fo of 
one Species, is an Athanaſian Impoſition. 

This matter has been largely and learnedl 
examined, and it has been 9 ahace ({ 
that theſe Abanaſians meant the three Perſons 
were ſpecifically conſubſtantial only, by the very 
learned Dr. e in his Intellectual 
Syſtem ; pag. 601 — 620. to which I refer the 
inquiſitive Reader. | | 
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XVII. Aba furt own Euſebian Doctrines 
before the Council of Nice. 

Obſervations from the two Treatiſes of — 
Athanaſius s, written before the Council 4 Mann. 
Nice; the one againſt the Smiles z the other, — 
Of the Nero of the Word. 

I. That the Conſubſtantiality of the Son 
with the Father could not well be then the 
Doctrine of Athanaſius, ſince he expreſly affirms 
that the ſupream God is dei wdon; 35 las, 
intirely above all Subſtance (a), es UT ixena ad- 
ous ven, Or annie mand y above all made 


or begotten Subſtance what 
$ 2. That the uſual e 01 the Conſti- 
t rutions and Ignatius about the Perſon of our 
a Saviour, which ſtiles him'God the Word (c), in 
| diſtinction from the ſupreme God, is here ve- 
y ry frequent and uſual, as is that other Phraſe 


Only begotten God once uſed alſo (d): which is 
t Confirmation of their original Uſe, and 


i- of the Antiquity and Sacredneſs of thoſe Books 
e . they were derived. 

1 3. (e) That by the One God, or Only God, 
% or True God, Athanaſius always means God the 
al Father, and him alone, 

4 % Cf) Thar he never calls the Holy Spiri 


5. (g) That he never calls the three Perſons 

One God nor ſpeaks at all of the Trinity, 
"= leſs of the Trinity in Unity. 

6. (5) That he never calls any but the Fa- 

ther the Good God; or the Living God, or the 

God of the Univerſe. * 


— 


0 Contr. Gent. 92 p. 2. 2 O56 BAL 39 
ee Fer: p. 40. (e) Paſſim. 
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7. (i) That yet he every where direct iy dif- 
d the Son from the dura, Beings 4. g 
and from the Creatures which were created by 
himſelf under the Father; and ever ſuppoſes 


his Deriyation from the Father to be after an 
higher manner than that of thoſe . 
ou 


and not, by a Production i b bm, 
nothing; as Arius himſelf and his peculiar Fol- 


lowers aſſerted: but. rather by an inefable Ge- 


neration, in oppoſition. to that Creation out of 


nuotbing ; nor does he ever here directly ſay, he 


was created at all; tho' he never denies the 
uſe of the word neither upon ſuch occa ſions. 

8. That he never, in all this whole Diſcourſe of 
the Incarnation, which he owns to be the larger, 
that he might omit nothing that was proper to 
be faid thereon, gives the leaſt hint that he ſup- 

the word took a human, or rational Soul. 

ay, it ſeems as if he had never ſo much as 
heard of ſuch a notion among Chriſtians at all. 
This is a Point of ſuch vaſt conſequence, and 
ſeems to me ſo evident in this Book, which is 
much the largeſt and moſt compleat we have 
upon this-Subject *till Jong after the Council of 
Nice, that I own the regard thereto has chiefly 
influenced me in its Tranflatign : and I do ac- 
cordingly appeal ſolemnly to the unbyaſs*d Rea- 
der, after he has carefully perus'd the whole diſ- 
courſe, whether he can believe that Athana/ins 
own'd a human rational Soul as aſſumed by the 
word at the Incarnatjon,, when he wrote this 
Treatiſe. And that -he may the more eaſily 
judge of the Truth of what Lay, 1 have there 


placed Comma's in the Margin over againſt all 


Hcern 


. 
1 


thoſe moſt remarkable Paſſages whicti co 


* 
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that matter. Nor is the Reader to be ſo much 
ſurprized at this Obſcryation here; fince a 
much later 12 Treatiſe of his upon this Subject, 
if it be really his, has ſeemed ſo very favoura- 
ble to the ſame original notion, that it has been 
by ſome ſuſpected to belong to Apollinarius, 
who. was the great Preſerver of the ſame, ev 
while he was againſt the Arians in other Points; 
and whoſe Doctrine, as 1 by his De- 
puties, was admitted by Abanaſius and his Sy- 
nod ſo late as 4. D. 362. So that it ſeems the 
acknowledgment of a human or rational Soul 
in Chriſt, diſtinct from his divine Nature, was 
one of the laſt Branches of this Athana/ian 
Hereſy. And then, in caſe the Reader agrees 
with me in this Obſervation, I do in like man- 
ner ſolemnly appeal to him whether Abanaſi- 
1's original Doctrines, before the Council of 
Nice, were not the very ſame which I have lately 
reviv d in theſe matters. It being indiſputable, 
and agreed on by all, that in caſe our Saviour 
did not aſſume a human rational Soul at his In- 
.carnation, the common Orthodoxy cannot poſ- 
ſibly be defended ; fince no other Anſwers or 
Evaſions can be ſo much as pretended to in a- 
bundance of Caſes, but ſuch as are intirely 
built upon the ſuppoſition of ſuch a Soul aſſu- 
med by.kim.. - Met puke 
9. (1) That he ever owns but One God, as the 
original Creator of all; I mean God the Father 
alone; and that God the Son, or Word created 
all as the Inſtrument or Miniſter of the Father 


36 36. (n) That be owns that the Word, or di- 
vine Nature of Chriſt, endur d and, ſuffer'd for 
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us when it was in the Body i but that it was not 


properly hurt, or received any real detrimem by 
lach Sufferings; exactly as I have (n) elfewhere 
ſhew'd the Opinion of Irenæus and Euſebius to 
have been alſo. Nor does there in all this 
Treatiſe appear the leaſt ſign of the bypoſtatical 
Union, or Communication f Properties, which 
yet the Orthodox have been ſince forced to de- 
viſe, in order to the ſupport of their novel noti- 

ons in this matter. Nor ought this Obſerva- 
tion to be paſſed over without very ſerious Re- 

Actions upon it alſo, 

11. (o) That he concludes with the ver 2 yery ſome 
and y that I recommend, To rhe Father, 
rough bd with the Son, 'in the Holy Ghoſt ; 
y according to the other ancienteſt Teſti- 
C ies, and the original practice of the "TI 

hure 


12. That in general his otoasandd 
are here the very oe which the Ancients uſed 
before the Council of Mi; and which ' thoſe 
who oppoſed the Atbanaſian Hereſy after ward 
made uſe of; without any of thoſe that either 
Arius or himſelf afterward introduc'd into Chri- 
i which the wiſer, and _ and 
in e peciall , the ter part the 
Church did long juſtly ready oſt I 
hardly remember one Expreſſion about mow 
| polaty in both theſe, Books about ba 
which I myſelf diſlike 3 how much foever ab. 


hor that pernicious Hereſy which theſame Per- 


ſon did many years after ward 


bring into the 


Church. For as to the word at. Hos, eternal, here 


once aſcribed to our Saviour, it is not very of- 
fenſive to me z becauſe it "had been uſed by 
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Clement. of 2 long before (p), without 
any ſign of its implying a ba än Coeternity 
the Father 3 and be Nui (a) Fude himſelf Haken 
uſe of it in ſuch a finite Seaſe, as is moſt pro- 


ſuch a rigid Inter on upon it in this place: 


eſpecially when all the reſt of his notions and __ 
language in theſe Treatiſcs are plainly, the ſame 


with thoſe of the Body of the Eaſtern Church 
in his Age, who were ſtyled Arians ; and were 
known to be utterly againſt any ſuch abſolute 
and proper Eternity of the Son of God, 
13. That the Notions and Language of A- 


thanaſius in ſome time differ'd almoſt as much 


from his own original notions and language, 
as from the like notions and be of 
thoſe! whom he then branded with the odious 
name of Arians, To be ſenſible of this, the 
Reader need only compare theſe Treatiſes with 
what he wrote concerning the ſame ſubject af- 
ter wards (7), wherein the very ſame things of- 


ten paſſed for Hereſy, if not Blaſphemy, which 


every Page is here f of. I don't mean, that 
he alter d his mind ſo entirely at the Council 
of Nice; ſor that Council did not go one half 
of the way towards that Herefy which Abana- 
ſius at length introduced; but that, by degrees, 
he went from one thing to another ; and chat 


_ chiefly in order to ſupport what he had already 
advanced, and out of hatred to the oppoſite 


Party of the Arians; till at laſt he quite al- 
teted his original opinions, and expreſſions, 
z and became the moſt fatal Here- 
tick that ever was in the — ; 
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any of theſe Hypoſtaſes ſhall not have forgive- 


This is a common name in Athanaſius for the 


_ Reaſon 


the Euſchian or Arian Controverſy,” aſter the 


they perceive that their Hereſy has nothing of 


[I 
XIX. Athanafins's unchriſtian 


Migge 


Council of Mer. 

This will convict our modern Few how 
then dare thefe impious Perſons trifle ? mw. 
Away with the madneſs of theſe Fools, that 
are odious to God. They are blaſphe- 
mous againſt God. He e dlaſphemes 


neſs neither in this World, neither in that 
which is to come. The Ariomanites, or mad 
Arians. I This is the common name for the 
Euſebian in Athanaſius.) © 

The Hereſy which makes war againſt C briſt. 


Arian or Euſebian Doctrine. 

(a) I have ſometimes ſtood in adinirarion at 
theſe Men's Impudence, that while their — 
have been ſhewn to be trifling 
vain; and while are condemned by al 
for all ſorts of Folly, they murmur like the 
Jews, and fay, Why did the Nicean Fathers 
make uſe of unſcriptural Expreſſions, ſuch as 
deriv'd from the Subſtance, and Conſubſtantial ? 
hey are like Camæleons They 
imitate the malignity of the Jes. (h) The 
Arians that thus Judaize, ſeem to me to act 
like Calyphas, and the Phariſees, For when 
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probability to ſupport it, they invent Excuſes. 
For by denying the Word [or Reaſon] of 
God, they are juſtly deprived of all Reaſon. 
—(1)As oy were contentious in * 
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area very impudent ſort 
of of en, and * zbably- that they can 
_ oy urn amy ru ery. — 
(J But ſeeing they are wild in their Impieties, 
Wt blinded 2 to he Truth Our 9 
both before and now has demonſtrated, that the 
poor cfeeping langhage of theſe Men that fight 
againſt Chriſt, is full of all ſorts of Impiety. 
0 Learn this then, O ye Arians, who 
fight againſt Chriſt (5) O ye modern Jets, 
and Scholars of Caiypbas'! what Fathers can 
ye ſhew that made uſe of your langunge ? you 
can't, name any one among the wiſe and pru- 
dent: for they are all againſt you, excepting: 
the Devil only. For he only has perſuaded you 
to this your Apoſtacy. (i) Who does not ſee 
the Craftineſs of b tber n that fight againſt 
God? Who would not even throw ſtones at 
them, when — Jy ſo madly? ? 

Y You have too rardy in giving mean 
Pho: of the diſputation which you have had 
with the Enemies of Chriſt, —_As for theſe mad 
Arians, I am now ſenfible of their abſurd Rea- 
ſoning, For while their Hereſy has not one 
Text that is agreeable or demonſtrative out 
of the divine Scriptures, they get the im- 
pudent knack of ent excuſes ang — 24 
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{ 9684) 
Nr Nay, they e 
hardy as W. caſumniate the F 
eg not very ſtrange. for them 
tis a agreeable 
For, what wonder is f. f. LEAs. 7 
intg contrivances againſt the Lord and again 
his Chriſt, calumniate the bleſſed Diany/fus, b 
prezenging that be is of their notions and o 


Opl- 


crafty knavery of f cheirs, For in this way they 
imitate Campbas and his Followers z, 43 

have alſo learned from them to deny, Chriſt 
Bat indeed both thole old and theſe new 
Jeus do inherit the fame madneſs of their Fa; 
ther the Deuil, in fighting againſt Chriſt. 
n) And ſo much, might have ſufficed to the 
intire Congemnation of theſe new Fews, who 
deny the Lord, and calumniate the Fathers, 
and endeavour 10 deceive all Chriſtians. 
That they may at laſt, tho' late, leave off 
blaſpheming the Lord. (7 As to which mat- 
ter. one cannot but wonder at the Impudence 
of theſe wicked Wretrhes: while Dionyſius, 
Who, as theſe men pretend, was of their opinion, 
faid the Son is Conſubſtantial to the Father, 
they go about humming like Gnats, and fay- 
ing, the Synod has not done well in faying. 4 
is Conſubſtantial. (o) Theſe things ef — Ari- 
s never heard of; or elſe he was ſo unlearned 
that he did. not underſtand them. For had 
he underſtood them, he would not have told 
ſach great lyes of this Biſhop ; but would ra- 


ther —— _ as he does us, — 
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t0/Chriſt, he would make no ſ 
of perſrcuting thoſe that are the Followers of 
Chriſt. () But no body will give any cre- 
dit to them hereafter, altho* they ſhould be 
3 to accuſe Men falſly. For this Hereſy 
by all Men. Unleſs they will 
Fo runes alledge the Devil's Authorit for he 
alone it is that is of their opinion Geciches 
puts this Hereſy into their — 
Who is there then that will any longer call theſe 
Men, who have the Devil for their guide, 
Chriſtians? and. not rather Diabolical? That 
Ge Fe not only, The Enemies of 
Cbriſt; but alſo Deviliſh Perſons. 
) This laſt Hereſy which is now ariſen, as 
3 of Antic hriſt, is called The Arian 
Hereſy. It. is indeed a deceitful and ſuhtle He- 
reſy: Hor pon the obſervation, that fe other 
Herefies, its elder Siſters, have been openly 


with Scripture-- as did its Father 
the Devil; and is very earneſt alſo to return in- 
to- the Paradiſe of the Church. I have 
thought it neceſſary at your defire to diſſect the 
Entrails of this filthy Hereſy, and to ſhew the 
ill ſavour of its madneſs. (r) Thoſe that 
call theſe Arians Caridims, are wonderfully 
miſtaken, () This is in effect to call Ca- 


phas a Chriſtian; and to reckon Judas ſtill a- 


mong the Apoſties .3 and to contend, that they 


did no harm, who defired Barabbas inſtead of 


our Saviour; to commend Hymen@us and A- X 
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lerander as Orthodox ;.and to ſuppoſe that the 


Apoſtle told lyes againſt them. [Soon after 
this, At banaſius talks of a Book of Arius's, 
which was called Thalia, and written in a v 
fooliſh and ladicrous manner: the whole of hic 
Story and Citations ſeems to depend on his ſole 
Authority. () At theſe Blaſphemies of 
Arius ſurely all Mankind muſt be ſtruck dumb, 
and ſtop their Ears, and ſhut their Eyes, that 
they may not ſo much as hear them; nor ſo 


much as ſee him that wrote them. (u) What 


you have vomited out. (x) Tou accurſed, 
and wieked Perſons. — (y) You that fight a- 
gainſt God. (z) But this is not the Doc- 
trine of the Church, but of Paul of Samaſata, 


and of theſe our preſent Fews. Why then are 
not they, as Jews in opinion, circumciſed like 


them?: (a) But if they embrace the way 


of Cailybas, and are determined to act like 
Jews.) The ſame thing has happened to 


theſe Enemies of Chriſt; and thence have they 
fallen into this filthy Hereſy.— (c) The Ari- 
ans, like Swine and Dogs roll themſelves in 
their own Vomit, and their own Mire 
(4) They every where carry about them thoſe 
ſmall words, He once was not, like dirt in a 
Purſe; and they vomit out that ſaying, as a 
Serpent does its Poiſon. Are not thoſe that 
are deluded by them to be pitied? and is it 
juſt to weep on their account? that out of the 
regard to preſent pleaſure, they are betrayed 
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as to their real advantage, and are deprived of 
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that hope which is to come: for while they 
hope to receĩve Baptiſm into the name of one 
that had no Being, they will receive nothing: 
and by reckoning. the Son among the Cha- 
tures, they will receive no aſſiſtance from the , 
Creature: And by believing in one that is, as 
to his Eſſence, unlike to, and remote from the 
Father, they will not be joined to the Father, 
as not having his own Son, that is ſo by Na- 
ture, who is in the Father, and in whom is the 
Father, as himſelf ſaid. But being ſeduced by 
them, they continue deſtitute and deprived of 
the Divinity. For neither will the fantaſtical 
enjoyments of this World follow them after 
they are dead: nor when they ſee that Lord 
whom they have denied, ſitting upon the Throne 
of his Father, and judging the quick and the 
dead, will any of them be able to call for the 
aſſiſtance of thoſe that ſeduced them. 
(e) When the Arians are confuted, they 
don't leave off arguing; nor when they are at 
a loſs, are they aſhamed; but with a Whore's 
Forehead they grow impudent in their Impie- 
ties towards all Men.——(f) Miſerable. Men 
ſe are they; and the more ſo, in as much as they 
ſuffer detriment on account of their Opinions, 
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* | focontrary to Chriſt. For they have deſerted the 
at Truth, and in the denial of Chriſt, do exceed 


ir the Treachery of the Zews: nay, theſe Men 
he that are odious to God wallow in the ſame 
ed Mire with the Heathen; as ſerving a Crea- 
of ture, and ſeveral ſorts of Gods, (g) Now. 
; I ſee nothing elſe in all this their maJignity, 
— but an abſurd boldneſs, and diabolical mad- 
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[168 | 
neſs, ————(bþ) Such are the Arguments which 
theſe impious Perſons madly prod ute. WH¹y 
don't they imitate the Jet, and cry out with 
Caiſobas? t. =— If then any one will but 
compare the language of the Fews and Arians, 
he will find they entirely center in the ſame In- 
fidelity; that they include equal attempts of 
Impiety ; and that che Conteſt of both againſt 
us is equal alſo, c. i) Since therefore this 
Hereſy is Judaical, and this Madneſs deriv'd 
from Judas that betrayed Chriſt; either let the 
Arians own themſelves the Diſciples © of Caig- 
phas and Herod, and not conceal their Juda- 
i/m under the name of Chriſtianity ; and fo let 
them entirely deny, as we have ſaid above, 
the coming of Chriſt in the Fleſh ; for that 
1s their notion at the bottom; or if they are a- 
fraid to act as Jeu openly, and to be circum- 
Ciſed, Sc. (t) Wierctore le we off, O you 
Ariahs, odious to God. () O you Enemies 
of Chriſt, and ungrateful 7e: — What 
difference then is th-re at laſt between theſe A. 
rians and the Fews ? For as the Fews aſcribed 
the operations of God to Beelxebub, and were 
thereby guilty of blaſpheming; ſo will the 
Arians, by reckoning the Lord who perform- 
ed thoſe operations, among the Creatures, be 
obliged to undergo the ſame Condemnation, 
Without any remiſſion, —(m) But certainly an 
Heretick is a very wicked thing; and has on 
all accounts a mind corrupted for Impiety. For 
lo! when they are confuted in every point, and 
it. is evident they are deſtitute of all kind of 
Underſtanding, they are not aſhamed © but 
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like that wild Beaſticall'd Hydra, of which the 
Oreet Fables ſpeak ſo much, wo when her 
fr Snakes ars ſlain, brings ſorch kill other 
Snakes, and ſo vies with their Murderer by 
her new Productions: after the ſame manner 
do theſe Arians, that are Enemies and odious 
to God, as a ſort of Hydra, ſtill invent to 
themſelves Judaical and fooliſh. Queſt ions: 
andi as thoſe that ſet them ſelves in oppoſition to 
Truth, they contrive new Arguments, chat 
they may ſtill mote and more diſcover them 
ſelves to be the Enemies of Chriſt, even after 
the plaineſt Confutations of what. they object; 
() ſuch as are ſufficient to make their Father 
the Devil bluſ and run away, Sc. But e- 
nough, and too much upom this Head. 


XX. A Pretence, that when the Ancients 
ſpeak of two, and but two divine Perſons, 
of the higheſt Characters, the Father and the 
Son; they meant three, and included the 
Holy Ghoſt; againſt the ſtrongeſt evidence 
to the contrary 3 is a notorious Atbanaſian Im- 


In the very ſame gradual way as the Proclian Orig. of 
Montaniſts, towards the concluſion of the ſe- Sa“. and 
cond Century, appear to have come into their Md _ — 
Doctrine of the Oeconomy-of the Three Perſons, ken 


Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, by firſt only 


aſſerting the Doctrine of ſuch an Oeconomy of 
Two, the Father and Son, without pretending 
then in the leaſt to aſſert the ſame as to the 
Holy Spirit; ſo did their Followers the Atha- 
1efians, in the middle of the fourth Century, 
come into their Doctrine of the Trinity, by firſt 
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only aſſerting that of a Duality : as is exceed- 
ing evident in the Hiſtory of that Time. In 
the very ſame manner alſo, as Teriullian, one 


that was brought up a Catholick Chriſtian, and 


had been a good Writer for Catholick Chriſtia- 


nity, did afterwards become a Montaniſt Here- 
tick, by firſt following Proclus into Dithei/m, 
and afterwards into Trithei/m, did it happen to 


Athanaſius alſo. For he was in like manner 
brought up a Catholick Chriſtian, and had 


been a good Writer for Catholick Chriſtianity ; 
till he at laſt gradually came into Tritbei/m, 
by firſt following the Proclians and Tertullia- 
niſts, then diſguiſed under other Denomina- 


tions, ſo far, as to Dit beiſm. Nor indeed could 


either Tertullian, or Athanaſius, or any others, 
at all uſed to the Bible, or other ancient Re- 
cords of our Religion, be in the leaſt tempted 
to believe the Holy Spirit either Canſubſtantial, 


or Coeternal, or Coequal, or an Object of equal 


Worſhip and Doxology with the ſupreme Being, 
God the Father Almighty ; had they not been 
firſt prejudiced with the like ſtrange notions 
concerning the Son. For tho? the diſtin& evi- 
dence for the addition of the third Perſon be 
prodigiouſly weak; as Dr. Vaterland himſelf 
does tacitly confeſs, when almoſt all his Premi- 
ſes ſpeak of Two, and of Two only; while yet 
the Concluſion is frequently of all Three ; and 
when he never ſo much as beſtows one ſingle 


Paragraph, either in his firſt Book, or later 


Sermons, for the diſtin& proof of that branch 


of his Argument, which of all others ſtood 
moſt in need of it : yet when. once Chriſtian- 
People have ſuffered themſelves to be fo ſar 


impos'd upon, as to deny, or explain away, 


the firſt clear and fundamental Article of their 


Rule of. Faith, or Baptiſmal Creed, and 4 
the 
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the whole Chriſtian Religion; viz. That the 


« One, and only True, Eternal, and Almigh- 
6 2 God, is no other Being or Perſon than the 
« Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt;“ they are 
then capable of any Impreſſions of that kind 
whatſoever ; and might, no doubt, with the 
help of ſome well-managed Valentinian Myſte- 

of the Oeconomy, pretended to be derived 
rom a later Paraclete, be perſuaded that even 
the thirty ons of Valentinus might be all mu- 
— Con ſubſt antial to one another; and might 
by that mutual Conſubſtantiality, notwithſtand- 
ing ſuch their multitude, be all conſiſtent with 
the known Unity of God, n 


XXI. The Complaints made by che 4iba- 
naſians of the Euſebian or Arian Interpolations, 
either in the known Books of the New Teſta- 


ment, or in the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, or in 


the Primitive Writers, are intirely groundleſs. 
How much and how often the Albanaſians 


Have brought this charge againſt the Euſebi- 


or Arians, I need not fay. No body can 
read the bitter Books that have been written 
by the Atbanaſians againſt the Euſebians or A. 
rians, but muſt frequently meet with them. 
Nay, that grand Corrupter of ancient Authors 
for the ſake of Athang/ianiſm, Ruffinus, had 
the impudence to write an entire Treatiſe about 
the like Corrur tions of the Works of Origen, 


by the Euſebians or Arians ;, which pretence is 


not only throughly confuted, but bitterly. ex- 


d by his Contemporary, the more learned Reply to 


erom. And yet our modern Atbanaſians have N —4 


ſtill che face to refer us to this ſcandalous 
Treatiſe upon many occaſions. As for the 
reſult of Mr. V biſton : Enquiries about theſe 


64. 


Imputations on the Catholicks, or Euſebians, 


take 


2 : 0% EIA rio — — 


make it in his enn Morde, in his VI Der- 


that was the Forgery, or groſs Interpolation of 


| Simon Mag 


ſo far as I can judge, and 1 ſpeak it 
full examination, they have the leaſt W 
bear it of any part of Mankind whatſoever ; 


Lees! 


tions, pag. 79, 80, directed to Mr. Collins, 
and ." Moyle, upon other occaſions; but 
well enough agreeing with the oceaſion be- 
fore us: Which ſhall be here repeated. 
We are perpetually told. ſays Mr. M biſton, 
Frauds of the Primitive Chriſti- 


i of the ie Fa 
b tho? I am no ſtranger to their 


Writings, I can, at preſent, call to mind oe 
one ſuch example that was ever proved ; and 


the Acts of Paul and Thecls, ſtill extant, apyd 
Grabe Spicileg. Se. I. pag. 87 — 128. and 
made by a certain namelels Presbyter, at the 
end of the firſt, or beginning of the ſecond 
Century, 7 -rtull. de Baptiſm. 5. 7. & Hie- 
ron. de Scriptor. Eecleſ. in Paulo: but what 
was the Conſequence? He was convicted, and 
eonfeſſed it; and tho? he plraded that he did 
, out of love to Paul, he was n. for 
t. 

Let the guilty F-ws, ſince the days of Foſe- 
pbus; and the Ties Hereticks end followed 
45, even as low as Antichriſtianiſm, 
and Popery themſelves, bear their own burden 
of Forgery, — Corruption, and Inter- 
polation of ancient Hiſtories, and ancient Re- 


cords: for they too plainly and undeniably 


— it. But let not the innocent earlier 

Fews, rticularly Joſepbus; or the inno- 
cent net Chriftzats, before Antichriſtia- 
niſm and Popery, bear any ſuch ers For, 
a 


from the beginning of the W orld 60 * 
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and ſome of them publickly read in the Church- 


Feſies, and Schiſms, in Chriſtianity ; moſt of 


un. 


Catalogue of thoſe that are to be eſteemed in 
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or 
openly receive, all che Old Sacred Books of 
Ghrifianity in their Dominions. Tis evident 
in Antiquity, that there were ſrveral ſacred vol. III. 
Books, allowed for ſuch in the firſt Ages, © 1. 53-6. ; 


es 2 which we have not now in our 
eſtament und ſome of them ſuch as are 
uſeful and neceſſar y for the guidance of 

our Faith and Practice; for the full underſtanding 
of the true nature and original ſettlements of — 
Religion of our Bleſſed Saviour, and his Holy A- 
poſt les ; and for the preventing of Errors, He- 


g 
8 
w 
| 
* 


which are indeed at this day extant, and read 
ſometimes by the Der but very little 
known by the Body of Chriſtian People among 
Now. it is -withal evident in Antiquity, 
that the encluſion ef theſe Books from the 


lame Sacred, which we now call our 
* Seripture, - „ 
or 


wid. or r boldneſs of the fourth — fifth Centuries of 


Apoc. 


xxii. 19- ee ed at aps * one of:600 


ready obſerved, t 


[ 06] 


the Church; and particularly to a Canos of the 
Council of Laodicea, about. A. D. 364, which for- 
bad ſeveral of them to be — 8 Churches 
with the reſt; as till that time, as I have al- 
had commonly been. It is 
alſo evident, that the Church of Rome hap _ 

ed to comply with the ignorance and boldneſs 
ſhew'd in that Canon, and ſo never delivered 


| thoſe Books to the Church, as at all Sacred or 


Canonical, but rather deſpiſed and ſu 
them. - Ir is, laſtly, evident, that the firſt Re- 
formers among the Proteſtants, happening not 
to examine that matter with due care, the ſame 
imperfect Canon, or Catalogue of the Chriſtian 
Books, was delivered to the Reformed Church- 
es alſoz to the great harm and damage of 
Chriſtianity, and its Settlements among them. 
Now certainly, this is but a poor ſign of the 
real admiſſion of Chriſtianity into the ſeveral 
Countries of Europe, that no ſmall. part of 
the ancient Chriſtian Records, wherein the 
Faith, the Worſhip, the Diſcipline, and the 
Government of Chriſtian Churches were moſt 
plainly contained; and this in agreement with 
the known Books of the New Teſtament ; and 


whereby the preſent diſorders and diviſions in 


the Church were moſt effectually to be healed, 
are, by the means of publick Authority, and 

an eſtabliſhed imperfe?? Canon of Scripture, 
— from Chriſtian People, and indeed 
rendered difficult, if not impoſſible to be well 
known, and duly eſteemed by them. I de- 
ſire to know, whether this Procedure be not 
like that /aking away from the divine Predicti- 
ons in the Apocalypſe, to ag ſo terrible a 
Threatning is annexed 3 tha t. F any one do 


Book 


—— 


- 585 — 
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1 
"Book" of. Life, and out: of the Holy City, and 


From the-tbings which are written in that. Book. + 


And that this groſs, this fatal, this groundle's 
Impoſition was originally owing to the Atba- 
ns of the fourth Century, and eſpecially to 
Athanaſius himſelf, to the Council of Laodicea, 
to Ruſſinus, and Ferom, and Philaſtrius, the chief 


 Althanaſian and unhappy Inſtruments in this 


moſt perniciousCheat then put upontheChriſtian 
World, ſee a Demonſtration in Mr. Vbiſton's 
Authentick Records, Part II. p. 689 — 750, 
which is quite too long to be here tranſcribed: 
but to which I muſt refer the inquiſitive Rea- 
der. Nor is there a greater mark in the world 
that Aihanaſraniſm is a part of Popery, and 
that the one united Body of Antichriſtianiſin, 
is made up of Atbanaſianiſm and Popery, than 
that before us. And may all good Chriſtians, 
both thoſe called Papiſts, and thoſe herein miſ- 
called Proteſtants, reflect upon the moſt dange- 
rous deluſion they have all been ſo long under! 
Come out of Babylon, my People, tbat ye be no oY 4. 
anger pariaker of ber Sins; and that ye receive 
not of ber Plague: | 


A CATALOGUE of all the Books now ex- 
tant, belonging to the Old and New Teſta- 
ment; beſides thoſe in the vulgar Latin Bible 
that are warranted: by the Council of Trent; 
according to Mr. Vbiſton. As alſo, an Ac- 
count where they are to be all met with in 
Engliſh. V0 | ey 
OLD TESTAMENT. 8 
I. The Teſtaments of the XII Patriarchs. 
They are extant in Engliſb, in Mr. V biſton's 
Authentick Records: Part I. pag. 204—409. 


They are entirely wanting in all our Bibles, 


Popiſh and Proteſtant. : 
225 P 2 II. 


— — Wt Ay. — — — 
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II. The firſt * third] Book of Nan 


the Proteſtants, 


called by 


N.B; The Canonical: Fra is a later imper- 
| fect Epitome of the other. This Book of £/- 
dras ſtands in the valgar Latin Bible ; and from 
thence in ours ; but is not warranted by the 


Council of Trent, nor received as nnn 


the Proteſtants. 
EZſurus, or ſecond 


III. The fourth Book of 
Book of Eſdrat, the Prophet. An imper- 


fe&t Copy of this ſtancd in the vulgar Latin B- 


ble; and from thence in our Froteſtunt Bibles; 


yet is it not warranted by the Council of Trex 4 
the Proteſtants as Canonical. 
y of it is publiſhed at the 


nor received 
A compleater 
end of the IVth Volume of Primitive Chriſtia- 
nity reviv'd, as tranflated/ our of the Abu 
by Mr. Octiey. 

IV. The third Book of the Ataivbbuis, 


This is neither in the vulgar Latin Bible, nor, 
the Proteſtants. 


by- conſequence, received by 
Yet is it generally in the Greek Bibles z even in 
the Roman and Alexandrian Copies themſelves ; 
and is extant in Engliſ in the Authentick Re- 
cords, Part I. pag. 162——z 
V. Eighteen Palms of Solomon IT. Theſe 
are omitted in the vulgar Latin Bible; and, by 
conſequence, are not received by the Pro- 
teſtants. They originally ſtood as an Appen · 
dix to the 2 MS. and are extant now 
in Engliſh, in the Authentick Records, Part l. 


pag. 117—154. 


NV. B. The Book ef Bed, ehed by St. 


Jude, v. 14, 15, ought to have been here in- 
ſerted firſt of all, had it been extant. Howe- 
ver, its F 9 2 in Eng in the 9 

ec. 


baut of the Jewiſh Canon inthe ef of Fol 
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cles, as Canonical; which ye 
Jewiſh Canon in che Uays of Foſephus nor was 
ever heard of, ſo far as we know, either 
among Jews or 55 till aſter che ave 
firu®tion of Brea, 4. D. 70; and ſo 


not to be da Canonical. See Mr. 
. 0 ;onche Old Ttument 


Naw P 


in b, — Rec Pr. li. pag. 


V. B. Tie was for min sehe Epiitie 
of — — IR 
them from keeping Company with Formicators ; as 
he himſelf aſſures m, 1 Cor, vg 11; but 
it is no where now extant, that we know] of. 

IT, III. The two Epiſtles of St. Clement: 
"the larger in the Name of the Church of Rome. 
whereof he was Biſhop : and the ſmaſſer in his 
own Name ; but both written th the Corin- 
tbians, and in the Aevandrian MS. 
Archbill ”—_ has publiſhed them in his 
— in N Ze * N. 
3 _— 


_ firſt Volume of 


I by an 


| [' 140: 1 | 
XII. The Epiſtle of St. Barnabai; belong · 
ing properly to none but to the firſt Jeuiſb 
Ne Ebionites. It is in Engliſh-in the 
AB's ion: pag. L5go——ig5; ... 
XIII, XIV, XV. The 7 en the Com- 
mand, and the Similitudes of St. Hermas. 
They are alſo extant in * AB's Collection: 
. rie den lerer 
—— ten or genuine 
Epiſtles. of St. Ignatius. They are extant in the 
Primittve Chriſtianity reviv'd, 
in Greek and E, ngliſh, pag. 102— 391; and in 
the ſmall Edition inEngli/ alone, pag. 42—91. 


- — the other _— —— Col- 
in ng/i/þ, as being evidently ſpurious, 
XXVI. The Epiſtle of St. Polycarp to the 
Philippians : incloding the Church of Smyrna's 
Account of his Martyrdom. They are both 
in the AB's Collection, in Engliſh: pag. 51— 


593 and pag. 138——152..' 


of other loſt Books 


NM. B. The F 
of the New Teſtament, are alſo publiſhed in 
Engliſh, in the Authentick 1 Part Il. 


N. B. Of the great Authority of many of 


theſe Books : ſee the A B's Preliminary Diſ- 


courſe: Chap. X. pag. 106——119, 
In the New Teſtament therefore, of the LIII 


Wer ng {till preſerved, there are XXVIIi in the 


vulgar Latin, and, by conf in the Pro- 
'®reſtant Bibles ; and XXVI more, which; in ge- 
* neral Mr. Mbiſton eſteems of equal Antiquity 
and Authority with the others, are wholly o- 
_ mitted. 4 A Queſtion this, of the greateſt im- 
. Portance l and undoubtedly deſerving the moſt 
2 and * examination of all Chriſti- 


an R 
N. B. 


of the ſeven ſmaller Epiſtles, 


SHER, 


S 
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T 
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I mean, whether inſtead of a direct Appeal to 
the rt 5 ay account of the Term 
days 


was — God by the Jeus: which Phil 


iq 1111 

3 B. Beſides: theſe Books, — won 

en looks upon as properly Books of the 
New Teſtament; he has alſo publiſhed the 
X Books of the Travels of St. Peter, or Re- 
cognitions of Clement, as of the very next rank 
for Antiquity and A to the former. 
They are in Exgliſb, che fieh Volume of his 
Primitive Chriſtianity reviv d: pag. 1==—407. 

I conclude this head with my fincere with 
and hope 3 that as the imperſect Proteſtant Re- 
formation was the effe& 'of the delivery of the 
known Books of the New-Teſtament; which 
were enly the one half of them; to be freely — 
read by the People; ſo ma che delivery of 
the other half of them, in thelike manner, Fun 
duce a perfect Chriſtian Reformation; or 
entirely reſtore out 8 primitive Si 
anity. Amen! Amen! 

I ſhall conclude the whole with Mr. While 
tons ſolemn Addreſs to Dr. Waterland; whom, 
in his Memoirs of the Life of Dr. Clarke, pag. 
79, 2d. Edit. . 3 
and, as he W willing to hope, the laft learned 
2 of che Aubangſian Hereſy among | 


5 1; is, ſays be. hembly recommened ag; the 
conſideration of the learned Dr. Vaterland, Or $24 - 
whether the Methods he and the other modern 
Athanajian Writers have put this diſpute about Trin. pag. 
the Trinity into, be not exactly like thoſe very 101--105- 
Methods that Tertullian, while a Catholick, 
and others inform us, the old Hereticks made 
uſe of all along ; and which the Catholick 
Chriſtians as conſtantly abhorr'd and rejected? 


Ade in the * 4 
St. Jobn ; and in what ſenſe that 4 ⸗ 


"mg 1 | | | 
_ * Eu ian Notions, and open pleading for all 
_ 3 1 for che Atbanafian ; by 


1 2 3. 
mill fully inform oo of 3 fh the ancient Catho. 


lick R 
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of Faith derived from Chriſt himſelf 
and witneſſed to in all the 


ly the direct merics of the 


miſtakes, or upon certain aucious Hypotheſes, 
and cautious management of parti Men, 
nàꝛ cu de che moſt expoſed or evaded ; by 
to bring the plain, ſerious, __ 
tant ines of Chriſt and — = 
cerning the great Creator, glorious 

deemer, and the blefled SanRifier of Man- 
Kind, into Philoſophical and Metaphyfical 
Subtilcies, about their Subſt ance, and Eſſence, 


and Confubftontiality, and — 


Cauſe, and falling; upon ſuch remote particular 
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which every one knows they never once med- 
dled with, nor would their Hearers have at all 
underſtood 3 by introducing novel Evaſions, 
and Diſtinctions, and remote Conſequences, in- 
ſtead of direct Teſtimonies and Aſſertions; 5 
inſiſting, that, unleſs it can be abſolutely de- 
monſtrated, that Three Perſons cannot poſſibly 
be, in ſome ſenſe or other, Conſubſtantial, it 
may be taken for granted, that the Father, 
Son, and Spirit are fo, in the ſenſe of the Aba- 
nuſians 3 tho' indeed thoſe Atbanaſians are by 

no means agreed what that particular ſenſe is; 

by improving that Conſubſtantiality, in ſuch its 
unknown, uncertain ſenſe, to juſtify thoſe 

ſtrange notions of Coeternity, and Coequality y 
nay, and ſuch important Practices of equal In- 

vocation and Doxology to the three Perſons, as 
even the Proclian Momtaniſts, nay, the firſt 
Athanaſians-never appear to have once thought 
of ; by citing a few ſeparate ancient Paſſages 
from the Fathers for the common Doctrine, 
while many more, and much plainer on the o- 
ther ſide, are directly concealed ; by quoting 
ſome Books Known to be ſpurious, and neglect- 
ing the examination of others, of the greateſt 
importance, and ſupported by the ſtrongeſt e- 
vidence; nay, by alleging Tertullian himſelf, 
when allowed to be a known Momanift Here- 


tick, as a principal Witneſs for the Catholick 


Doctrine of his Age; even in thoſe - Points 
which he had directly contradicted while he 
was a Catholick, or which he afterward ex- 
preſly ackno , were derived to him no 
otherwife than from the Montaniſt Enthu- 
fiaſm * I fay, it is humbly recommended to the 
confideration of Dr. Vaterland, whether ſuch 
Methods as theſe be * evidently oppoſite = 


Vale 


[ 114:] i 
the old Catholick and Chriſtian adhe· 
rence to the original Rules of Faith, of Wor- 
ſhip, and of Diſcipline, in their moſt obvious 
ſenſe, ſo juſtly, ſo fully, and authentickly, ſer 
forth by Tertullian himſelf, while he was a Ca- 
tholick, in his admirable Book of Preſcription 
againſt the ancient Hereticks ; and in ſuch entire 
agreement with all the other Catholick Remains 
of the firſt Ages of Chriſtianity ? Nay in- 
deed, whether theſe latter be not the known 


methods made uſe of by the old Hereticks, 


down from Simon Magus himſelf, 'to the fa- 
mous Athanaſius ? 

It is alſo humbly recommended to the con- 
ſideration of the ſame learned Dr. Vaterland, 
whether he can, with a good Conſcience, go 
on in ſuch methods of Impoſition ; for they 
plainly are no better; while he cannot but 
know, that *tis impoſſible for him, or any o- 
ther Athanaſian, to produce one tenth part of 
that plain, original, genuine evidence for their 
notions in three entire Centuries and a half, that 
I have produced in my fourth Volume of Pri- 
mitive Chriſtianity reviv'd; in my Collection of 
Ancient Monuments; and in my Letter ta the 


- Right Honowrable the Earl of Nottingham, on 


the other ſide. To which therefore I need 
only refer every honeſt Reader, as compleat 
Antidotes againſt all ſuch reaſonings whatſoe- 

ver. As for my ſelf, I ſhall no way be moved 
by ſuch Sophiſms; but endeavour, according 
to the important words of one of the Brethren 
of our bleſſed Saviour himſelf, 10 contend car- 


* Zneſtiy for that Faith, which was once, and but 


once, delivered to the Saints : and in words 
very near to his alſo, add this truly Chriſtian 


een 


1 To be only wiſe God our genie 9. A. 
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